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foster the establishment of a privately owned and operated
American merchant marine ; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. WALSH: Petition of the Congressional Union for
Woman's Suffrage, assembled at the Twentieth Century Club,
Boston, Mass.,, January 6, 1918, favoring passage of “woman-
suffrage amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WINSLOW : Petition of Stanley Woolen Co., of TUx-
bridge, Mass., favoring protection for manufacturers of dye-
stuffs in America; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, January 13, 1916.

Rev. Boyd V. Switzer, of the city of 'Washington, offered the
following prayer:

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, we ‘bless Thee for the
courage, wisdom, and self-sacrifice of our forefathers who gave
to us civie, politieal, and religious liberty. We bless Thee that
our people still cherish and value above all earthly fons
that sacred, blood-bought heritage of constitutional liberty.
Therefore, in these perilous times, when our inalienable rights
to life, liberty, and property are being jeopardized, we pray
Thee, O Lord, that Thou wouldst so inspire and guide those in
authority in these United States that peace may be preserved,
individual security guarantced, and our mational honor pre-
served inviolate.

Do Thou, we pray Thee, in the midst of these years and
these times breathe upon us such strength, wisdom and power
from gbove that we may cdlear discernment, and that
self-poise and fine sanity which will make us workmen of whom
God need not be ashamed. In Christ’'s name. Amen.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

COPPER EXPORT TRADE.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, an article was printed in the
New York World of yesterday so extraordinary in its character
that, although somewhat lengthy, T send it to the desk and ask
unanimous consent that it may be read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection? The
Chair hears mone. The Secretary will read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Brirarx DeMasxps Trape SECRETS oF UNITED STATES CORPORATIONS—
MeTan CONCERNS, ESPECIALLY ER 'COMPANIES, NOTIFIED TO
Give LISTS OF STOCKHOLDERS, ADDRESSES, NATIONALITY, NUMBER
or SEARES BaAcH OWNS, AXD CLIENTS, To0—No OPEN ‘THREAT MADE,
sur Expmy Acr 1s CITED-—PUTs FIrMs AT MBERCY OF BRITISH,
OFPICIALS SAY, POR GERMANS ARE CONNECTED WITH MANY—SUSPECT
Brarxess TRICE—MAY REFUSE 70 COMPLY—TO APPEAL T0 WASH-

IXGTON.

American metal eorporations, particularly those whose principal
business is the export of copper, have been “ requested,” by direction of
the British Government, through their ‘agents or other representatives
in Great Britdin, to furnish t Government with information eon-
cerning their companies and the business conducted by them of such
intimate a character as the Government of the United States itself
never has required corporations to give.

In demanding this information the British Government makes no an-
nouncement of what its action will in to a .corporation re-
fusing to comply. No hint of punitive measures is conveyed, unless the
fact that attention is directed to the mewly amended trading-with-the-
enemy act be so considered.

ASKS STOCKHOLDERS' LISTS.
American converns are told that Great Britain desires certified llsts

of their stockholders, the name, nationality, and ad of each and
the nomber of skares of stock owned by each. The corporations are
also informed that the i Government desires a t of their

clients and to be kept informed of all ¢hanges in this list.
Attention is called to the amended aﬁ which authorizes the King,
at his discretion, to prohibit by n any 3
corporation outside the British dominions which does
business with or has associated with it an enemy of Great Britain,
The corporations which have reeeived this request were .nea.relg ]pa_n.lc
stricken yesterday. Names of those which have already recelw t are
withheld from publication upon their own request. Their officials
gtated Trankly to reporters for the World that they dared not authorize
ublication of the communications from their own agents contai
reat Britaln's “ request,” because they felt assured that such publica-
tion would annoy the British Government and result in their being

blacklisted.
TO0 APPEAL ‘TO LANSING.

Meetings of directors of several of these corporations were held
yesterday to discuss the situation and to declde upon some course of
action. The result of these meetings, as far as it was le to learn
was inilecisive. ‘Officials of the corporations gave as their betief
ihat mo Teply would be made until the guestion was laid before
tary of Btate Lansing and the aid of the State. ent sough

statements made by directors, lies chieﬂg-tn the fact that the knowled
thus gained h{ a trade competing nation would, in their apinion, §:
used to benefit British corporations to the serious ndie: of Amer-
ican. Tt would, In substance, be over to rivals the business
gecrets ‘of American firms, they said.

Becre- |
Departm t.
‘The objection to furnish Great Britain ‘the lntormatiunh]aemrdlng to -

Great Britain jsrtthromttﬂng this coun

pper. expo e II:%

'mctioe gross a ina’ in
were | before the State Department
and again in January of the following year, as the World exclusively
told on January 25, 1915.

'The five concerns which handle the great bulk of the eopper-export
trade of the Unitedl .States combined at that time to mﬁﬁﬂ ohn
Bassett Moore to pnsh their case . st Great Britain. Intest
demand by Great Britain is regarded as but .another step in the
thrattling campalgn, with the * great war ™ as an-excuse.
COPY OF BRITISH ENEMY ACT.

A -cop; of the amended act has come into the possession of dhe
World. It follows:

s hundred
e

“An met o grovlde for the extension bf fhe restrictions relating to
trading with the enemy to persons to whom, though mnot m‘ldeng or
carryin territory, it is, by reason of their enemy

on business in ene
ath

nationality or enemy associ , expedient to extend such restrictions.

“Be it enacted by the s Most Exeellent Majesty, by .and with
the advice and consent of Lords 8piritual and 1, .and
Commons, and _gr the authority of the same, as follows:

* First. His Majesty may by proclamation prohibit all ms or
bodies of persons resl:lenti ecarrying on business or being in the United

Kingdom, from trading with any persons .or of persons not resi-
dent, or ng ‘-on business in enemy territory or in territory in the
occupation of the enemy '(other than persons or bodies of Jxmmns Te-
siding ‘or carrying on ‘business solely within His Majesty's domintons),
wherever by reason .of the -enemy mationality or enemy .assoclations of
such persons or bodies of persons it a rs to His Maj expediont
to do so, and if any person acts in contravention of any such procama-
tion he ghall be ty ‘of ‘a misdemeanor, triable and punishable in like
manner as the offense of trading avith the enemy.

“ Becond. Any list of persons or 'bodles of persons with whom such
trading is prohibited by a proclamation under this act may be varied .or
added to by an order made by the lords of the -eouncil .on the recom-
mendation of a secretary of state.

‘' SCOPE OF THE LAW.

* 8. The provisions of the trading with the enemy acts, 1814 ana
1815, and all wother cnactments relating to trading with the cone
shall, subject to such exceptions and adaptations as may ‘be prescri
by order in counell -afp}y in Tespect of such persons or es of per-
sons aforesaid, as 4f for reference therein to trading with the rn
there were substituted referenees to .trading with such persons
bodies of persons as aforesaid, and for references to enemies there were
substituted references to such persoms and bodies of persons as afore-
said, and for references 'to offenses under the trading with the enemy
acts, 1914 and 1915, .or any .of those acts, there were substituted refer-
e or the potpeses of Sl mct body of nall be

*“4. For purposes o 8 act a person or ¥ of persons sha
deemed to have traded with a person or body of persons to whom a proc-
lamation issued under this act aﬂ:ﬁeﬁ, if he -enters into.any transaction
" or does any act with, to, on behalf of, or for the benefit of such a person
or body of persons, which, If entered into or done with, to, on behalf of,
or for the benefit of an enemy, would be trading with the enemy.

“ Becond. This act mn)é be cited as the trading with the enemy (exten-
glon of powers) act, 1915.”

URGE CONCERTED ACTION.

Officials .of .American corporations who had received requests for
information pointed yesterday to what they comsidered the great skill
with which this act was drawn. Under it, they said, the British Goy-
ernment was free to blacklist any American corporation at dts pleasure
and without any further lanation than that the corporation had:a
Gvermsnh, lilli‘lil I.ni:l, ')l“u}'k, ;:li]ga]}'lan as a z;tock‘htulr]gr. 3 uelt-l
mang holding stock in practically every important eopper or metal

tion of the United States.
everal sald that safety lay onlivl

in concerted action by American cor-
porations., They argued that if a

American ﬂpper corporations would
agree to make no reply to the est for information Great Dritain
would be left without pretext for Lankllatin?ﬂnnf particular one, and
inasmuch as she must have our copper, the Britlsh (iovernment co
not prohibit dealing with all.

Despite, apparen !)'. general recognition of this principle, no firm could
be found to express its willl ess to lead in a movement to bring about
such concerted action. Offi explained that the truth was they did

mot dare do anything which might bring down upon them the wrath of

the British Government; that Great Britain had them all in.a vise at
present, and, as a matter of fact, did about as she pleased in regulating
and restricting their export business.

DEVELOPMENT OF WATERWAYBS—NOTICE ON CALENDAR.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I notice on the ealendar of this
morning, under the heading *Unfinished business,” a notice
given by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SuHIELDS] that on the
disposal of ‘the unfinished business, the Philippine government
bill, he wonld move to consider Senate bill 8381. That is sinply
a motice given by an individual Senator; it should mot be
placed under the heading “Unfinished business,” and 1 ask
that in the ealendar for to-morrow it shall be changed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any Tule of the Senate
which provides what shall go on the calendar?

Mr. SMOOT. I have always understood that nothing under
the heading of “ Unfinished business *’ should go under that head
unless it is unfinished business, This is mothing more nor less
than a notice given by a Senator, and, therefore, it should go, the
same as other motices, under 1the heading of “ Notices.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator realize that such
notices amount to nothing?

Mr. SMOOT. I .am fully aware of that. Therefore T di( not
va:ldz to have a notice go nnder the heading of “Unfinizhed

usiness,”
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The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand that
there is any rule of the Senate which fixes what the calendar
of business shall contain.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think there is any rule, but it has been
the universal practice. =

Mr. LODGE. Should net a notice go under the head of
* Notices™?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; of course.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know how the
enftry got there.

My, SMOOT. I move that the notice which was given by the
Senator from Tennessee be placed under the heading of
“ Notices,” the same as all other notices in the past have been
placed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Utah,

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, it is wholly immaterial to me
under what head the notice is placed upon the calendar. The
Senator from Utah seems to me to be highly technical. If he
desires it in another place, if it affords him any pleasure, T
am entirely willing to have it go to another place, I did not ask
that it be placed there. However, it seems to me it is in its
proper place, as it relates to unfinished business. It does not
purport to be unfinished business, but relates to what will be
asked to be made the unfinished business. But, as I said, it is
immaterial to me whether it goes under that heading or under
the heading of an ordinnry notice.

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection, on all further
prints of the Calendar of Business of the Senate the notice of
the Senator from Tennessee will go under the head of “ Notices.”

TAX ON MINING PROPERTY IN MEXICO.

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have a communication from
one of my constituents relating to the decree of Carranza affect-
ing mining property in Mexico owned by Americans, tending to
show that the enforcement of the taxes levied by this decree
will amount to a confiscation of property. I ask to have the
communication printed in the Recorp.

There being no objection, the communiecation was ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: :

Jaxuary 6, 1916,

My Dmin SaxATor Wonks: I wrote the inclosures last night and
this morning am surprised to see in the Los Angeles Times an article
regarding the very selfsame outrage—the Carranza m decree—a
copy of the article I shall give below, Also we mote with interest
another article in same issue—one advising us of the manly attitude
taken by yourself in a in the Senate, explaining to them most
thorou E.ly that our so-called neutrality of to-day is but one of hypoc-
risy. assure {ou that you are receiving the hearty sanction of almost
the entire populace. Would that there were more like you where you
are, who would be fearless eno to come out of the dark and talk
as they surely really down in th hearts believe.

The notice first spoken of is as follows :

¥ CARRANZA INSISTS ON MINING TAS—DECLARES STEPS NECESSARY TO
PREVENT MONOPOLIES.

“Eu Paso, Tex., January 5.

“ Negotiations of representatives of the International Mining Asso-
ciation with Mexican de facto government officials for annulment of
the decree of March 1, 19106, w places income taxes on mines and
thelr output, have been without result, according to advices from
Mexico Uity to-day.

“The mining men contend that the deeree taxes are prohibitive and
claim that nearly all of the 440,000 mining claims in Mexico will be
compelled to discontinue ;&m‘nuon under their terms.

* tien, Carranza, according to reports, contends the decree, by fixing
a gradusted tax on holdings of more than 10 claims (each claim is but
21 acres), tends to discourage monopolies and is similar to the income
tax in the United States.”

The above dispatch only helps to authentlcate the necessity of our
Government taking this matter and demanding that our rights be
not sacrificed. It also shows that influence of others than the mining
men themselyves must be solicited and obtained or these 400,000 mining
claims will be coafiscated for such taxes, as are fully explained in the
e i imiias sTa0 At pisialy the Lyioctisy snd sussapobon

e inclosures also show plainl e hypoerisy an com cy of
}h:i ggtement above as quoted as the reason for the decree bzmg
nsis upon. :

Trusting you can make use of all this, I am,

Respectfully, E. J. KIMBALL.
P. 8.—1T shall to-day endeavor to get the chamber of commerce or
mines to take this ma up also. .

Los AxcELES, CAL, Janwary 5, 1016,
Hon. Senator Jous D. Wonks, ] = St

Washington, D, C.

Ay Dear Sexaron : Firstly I wish to again thank you for your favors
in the past which have been of invaluable service to me 1g obtaining
action on the part of our Department of State as to Mexican affairs,
mnlt t::_n Dl;:céhg data a;x f‘h snriouls coadl.tlon‘dt‘hﬁ_ e:ilﬁs uris%n”l.n the

ecTees o e newly recogniz .

Angghtl'.arln s‘elt-ms.de Pre&l%gnt.m % S :t E exlcp
r y this confisca ree. a4s lained

can be eliminated if our Pr;eeideut ande ate, or eit%arcg?'sat_ahft El‘l‘fi

force the issue and protect us against a pure confiscatory measure

made under the guise of a tax. No doubt it is a concocted scheme oOn

the part of some one or ones to make a wholesale killing in the con-

fiscation of properties in that land of Manana. It should be pinched
in the bud. I wish you would find time and epportunity to look into
this matter, if possible, along with any other Senators who will be so
kind as so to do.
I shall send coples of the inclosure, with comments, to several other
Republican Senators within the next few days.
banking you in the matter, 1 am sincerely,
E. J. KIMBALL,
1632% Winona Boulevard, Hollywood,
Los Angelcs, Cal.

AS TO THE DECREE OF VENUSTIANO CARRANZA, PROVISIOXAL PRESIDEXT OF
MEXICO, AFFECTING MINING TAXES ON PROPERTIES 1IN MEXICO, PAYABLE
DURING MARCIH, 1916, AND THEREAFTER.

All persons owning mining properties in Mexico or being In any man-
ner interested in the future and welfare of Mexico should take notice of
the following and use their g influence to endeavor to show the
Mexican authorities that for the welfare of Mexico and for the sake
of equity and justice to foreigners owning gropertles in that country
that the decree in mention and explained below should be recinded at
once.

It is in name a tax, but in purpose and effect is none other than a
diplomatic confiscatory measure, Surely confiscating the greater por-
tion of the mining claims belonging to Americans and other foreigners
in Mexico. With the exception perhaps of those properties belonging
to a few great corporations, who may be fortunate through govern-
mental pressure or private arrangement to escape this tax.

}Imln¥l properties owned by Americans and other foreigners in Mexico
were cither purchased or located by them during the es of Por-
firio Diaz, Fco Madero, or Victoriana Huerta, and at a when the
taxfsl,l although high enough, were not confiscatory. The taxes were
as follows :

For the first 25 pertenencias in a claim, tax was yemrlg 6 pesos each.

For all pertenencias in addition to 25, tax was yearly 3 pesos each,

- Therefore, if a claim containes 60 pertenencias, the tax was as fol-
OWS :

First 25 pertenencias, at 0 pesos yearly, or 150

The remaining 35 pertenencias, at 3 pesos, or 105. pesos.

Thus for a mine of 60 pertenencias the tax was 255 ?eBOB yearly.

Under the Carranza decree the mining tax is as follows, no matter
whether your holdings are in in one claim or in many : .

The first 10 pertenenclas in a district, tax 12 pesos, gold, yearly each
pertenencias,

The second 10 pertenencias in a district, tax 15 pesos, gold, yearly
each pertenencia.

From 20 to 60 pertepencias in a district, tax 18 pesos, gold, yearly
each pertenencia.

For every pertenencia above 50 in a district, tax 24 pesos, gold.
yearly each pertenencia.

Therefore, second to the new decree, the tax on the same claims as ¢

cited above as being 255 pesos yearly will be henceforth as follows :

Pesos gold.
First 10 pertenencias, at 12 gesos gold yearly, or— . _______._ 120
Second 10 pertenencias, at 15 pesos gold yearly, or e 150
Next 30 pertenencias, at 18 pesos gold yearly, or— oo __ 540
Remaining 10 pertenencias, at 24 pesos gold yearly, or.———_____ 240
d 1, 050

Thus, the tax on 60 pertenencias has been raised from 255 e to
1,050 cPesos mrlg_. If the case were that a company has H00 per-
tenencias in a district—which is a common occurrence, and nmng times
much more—the difference in the amounts as paid when they obtained
such holdings and what they will be compelled to pay henceforth or
loose their claims is as follows:

OLD LAW, Pesos.
First 25 pertenencias, at 6 pesos each yearly, oreee e .. 150
Remaining 475 pertenencias, at 3 pesos each yearly, or—_______ 1,425
Total tax yearly 1, 575
Under new decree, the yearly tax on 500 pertenencias is as follows :
Pegos gold.
First 10 pertenencias, at 12 pesos each yearly, or— . ______ 120
Second 10 pertenencias, at 15 pesos each yearly, Or oo 150
20 to 50 pertenencias, at 18 pesos each yearly, or———_________ D40
Remaining 450 pertenencias, at 24 pesos each yearly, or______ 10, 300
Tax yearly on 500 pertenencias 11, 610

w{}mz1 thousand and fifty pesos instead of 255 pesos yearly on GO per-
nencias.

Hleven thousand six hundred and ten pesos gold tax instead of 1,574
pesos on 500 perfenencias.

Besides this so-called tax increase, there is accom ing It an ex-
ceedingly great increase in the tax on all production of the metals—

A gross tax of 110 gold on every kilo of gold produced.

A gross tax of 2.60 pesos gold on every kilo of silver produced.

Under certain circumstances this production tax is reduced 20 per
cergg. making it close to and around T per ecent of the gold and sliver
produ

It is needless to say that there are very few mines anywhere that will,
month affer month and year in and year out, I?“ a groﬂt outslde of all
expenses of as much as tgfr cent gross of the production. Therefore
it is plain te anyone that s tax is not a tax at all, but simply a diplo-
matic method of the confiscation of the ter portion of the mines of
Mexico from thelr rightful owners, who ve in good faith either pur-
chased or located their properties, as the individual case may be.

When the revolutions broke out in Mexico these mine owners were
rapidly developing the resources of Mexico. '

American mine owners were ordered by their respective consular
zgents of the United States of America to leave Mexico and return to

e United States of America and were advised that thelr properties
would be protected.

These Americans closed down thelr mines as ordered, or their deveiop-
ment enterprises. as the case might have been,

Now they are being * protected ” by the administration that ordered
them to leave Mexico. Tot ! er said they are sanctioning the
ﬂ&ﬂwns and other foreigners being diplomatically robbed of their

oldings.

-
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Should they not have the privilege of returning to Mexico when
peace does ref and without any danger of confiscation at all be
allowed to develop their properties, paying an equitable tax and having
ample protection?

If proper representations be made, no doubt the Mexican authorities
could be persuaded to see the unjust position taken in this matter by
them. hat an injustice it is and also what a disaster it will mean to
Mexico herself to enforce such decrees, for it will surely keep nearly
all foreign capital from their cuun!r;i. It will be needless to say, thus
alzo cause very little American mach neli& and American products to go
into that land—a greater injustice to Mexico herself than to anyone
elge, This is not only of importance to mining men but to everyone,
1ﬁ:n- t}w.d‘lele}iottling of the mining interests in Mexico would be far-reach-
ng, in &

IT this decree is not rescinded, Mexico's mining Interests will have
heen throttled, the 'Empertles of the majority of the Americans will have
licen confiscated. hese Americans and other foreigners' interests will
have been sacrificed on the alter of greed and dishonesty, at least ac-
quiesced In and presided over by that man who guarantees the safe
delivery of denth-deallng munitions of war to his favored friends, plac-
ing innocent women and babes astride torpedoes to gnarantee or insure
them against molestation of destruction even by those whom they are
being sent to kill.

EXLISTMERT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CANADA.

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, it appears that some time
ago the Secretary of Labor issued a statement in the form of a
rule that a citizen of the United States enlisting in the Canadian
Army to fight in Europe could, upon his return to the United
States, be admitted to full citizenship. I do not care to discuss
that proposition now, but inasmuch as the article which I ask
to have read containg a procedure of enlistment and the oath
which the soldier takes, T desire a clipping from a Michigan
paper, an editorial, about a third of a column, to be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. TIs there any objection? The Chair
hears none, The Secretary will read.

The Secretary read as follows:

EXLISTMEXNT AND CITIZENSHIT,

There has been some protest from German sympathizers in this coun-
try because Secr?tar{v Wilson, of the Department of Labor, has ruled that
Americans who enlist in the Canadian Army and subsequently return
to this country are not to be treated as aliens by the immigration inspec-
tors, but are to be allowed full rights as citizens of the United States.
The pro-Germans insist that such persons lose their citizenship by en-
tering the service of a forelgn potentate. Wilson hases his ruling on the
circumstance that the United States accepts the enlistment of aliens
without depriving them of their citizenship in the land of their birth.

Without in the least undertaking to take sides in this controversy, we
venture to suggest that what Canada requires in acceptjng the services
of aliens is more pertinent just now than what the United States does,
gince it Is Canada and not Ameriea that is swearing in troops.

The Canadian enlistment blanks for those desiring to join the over-
seas expeditionary foree contain a deelaration amd an oath which must
be signed by the applicant. In the declaration the recruit says he en-
gages anil agrees to serve in the over-seas force and to be attached to any
arm of its service for one year, or during the war now going on between
Great Brifain and Germany should that war continue more than a year,
and also for six months after the termination of the war ** provided Iis
Majesty should so long require my services.”

The oath says:

“ T ilo maks oath that T will be faithful and bear true allegiance to
His Majesty King George V, his heirs and sueccessors, and that 1 will,
as duty bound, honestly and faithfully defend His Majesty, his heirs and
successors in person, crown, and dignity against all enemies, and will
ohserve and obey all orders of His Majesty, his heirs and suceessors, and
all the generals and officers set over me."”

The Canadian recrulting officers hold that the declaration explains and
modifies the oath, and shows that the American recruit is entering into
only & temporary engagement and allegiance.

When an alien acquires citizenship in this country he is required to
forswear and repudiate all foreign allegiance. Can he
reassume that allegiance and then (drop it again at pleasure, as one
might take on or put off a cloak, and still remain an American’ citizen?
'an a natlve-born American give temporary fealty to a foreign monarch
anil retain his rights in this country unimpaired? Can there be such a
thing as a partial allegiance to a foreign government on the part of an
Amr.’ri(;an which will not affect his standing as a citizen of the United
Ntates?

Sgch things may be possible. But the final determination must be
left to an expert. Even Secretary Wilson recognizes this, for he admits
that his ruling is only provisional until the courts have opportunity to
pass on the subject.

. Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr, President, I do not care to discnss
the ruling of the Secretary of Labor at this time further than
to say that it seems to me most remarkable that a citizen of
the United States can take such an oath, which might possibly
easily involve him against his own country in defense of a for-
cign potentate; but inasmuch as the matter is not now here I
am going to refrain from submitting any remarks at this time,
but shall only submit to the Senate the statement which I have
had read.

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President, I have here a communication
from the Secretary of Labor on the subject to which the Sena-
tor from Michigan has just now referred, which sets out in
detall the Secretary’s view of the matter. It is important that
the Senate should have information concerning the subject,
because it is a question of no mean importance. I think that
it ought to be printed in the Recorp without reading,

Mr. TOWNSEND. I shall be very glad to have that done,

subsequently |

Mr. WALSH. I will say in this connection that I have been
appealed to in a very considerable number of cases by the par-
ents of boys 16, 17, and 18 years of age, who lave been induced
to enlist in the military service of Great Britain, to secure, if
possible, their release. I do not care to comment at this time
upon efforts that are being made to thus lead our young men
into the service of any of the contending nations. I submit,
however, that it would be a somewhat regrettable thing if these
boys by their heedless and inconsiderable action should be put
in a situation where they could no longer claim the protection
of our Government nor claim the advantages of American citi-
zenship when they should be restored to their parents. I do
not mean to say that it would not be wise that that conclusion
should follow, but the question is a rather delicate one. “There-
fore I am glad to submit what the Secretary of Labor has to
say about it.

The VICE PRESIDEXNT. Without objection, the communi-
catioh submitted by the Senator from Montana will be printed
in the REcorp.

The communication referred to is as follows:

DepatTMEXT OF LABOR,

UFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
Washington, January 8, 1916,

Hon. T. J. WALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C,

My Dear S8exaTonr: I have your letter addressed to the solicitor for

the department, in which is*ml inclose an article from the ¥Watherland
criticizing the action of this department in the case of Frank Caswell
wherein the department laid down a rule of policy, hereinafter refnr‘re(i
to, in this class of cases. The article quotes a circolar issued by the
commissioner of immigration at Montreal, Canada, as follows :

*“ Beveral cases have arisen of late wherein the question has been
raised as to whether a United States citizen expatriates himselfl by
enlislt‘lng in the Canat‘li‘sn Army. The matter has been the subject of

e able corresp ¢ and has now been definitely declded, as
attested by the following quotation from bureau letter of October 9,
1915, No. 54003431 :

“ ¢ Instroctions should be issued by you to the end that hereafter the
boards will not question the American citizenship of an applicant be-
tause of the fact that he took the oath of allegiance and enlisted in the
Canadian forces.'

“ Officers in this district will be governed accordingly.”

The article then states:

“ Under this ruling a native-born or naturalized American citizen
may take a solemn cath that he will forever forswear alle, ce to the
Stars and Stripes, become a subject of King George of England, offer
his life and limbs in the cause of a foreign potentate, and yet remain
a citizen of the United States, welcome to return and be received into
full citizenship as anyonc else who has throughout remained loyal to
his own country.”

Of course there is no fruth in the statement that * under this
rullng a native-born or naturalized American -citizen mag take a
solemn oath that he gvj;!lt fo;e;{!r fol;swea.r n}lehmr]lce ]to t.he . ta:s :gql
Stripes, become a subject o ng George o ngland, q
yet remain a citizen of the Uniteﬁ States.”” The Department of Labor
and the Bureau of Immigration have invariably administered the
immigration laws impartially, irrespective of the nationality of the
applicant for admission. If i1s probable that a number of men of
American birth have enlisted in the armies of each of the belligerent
countries of Europe and have taken the qualified oath of allegiance
which a soldier is required to take n enlistment, and the same
interpretation of ihe law would naturally be applied fo each of them
when returning to the United States as was applied in the case which
resulted in the issuance of the circular quoted in the elipping, no
matter which of the armles they enlisted in. The circular was issued
by the commissioner of immigration at Monireal to the immigration
inspectors on the Canadian border as per the decision of the depart-
ment in the Fraunk Caswell case contained in the following letter of
instroctions from the Acting Commissioner General :

WasHIxeTOX, D. C,, October 9, 1915,

UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION,
Montreal, Canada:

Referring to the Frank Caswell case (your 11035/395), you are
advised that the board should reconsider his application for admission
without relation to the fact that he enlisted in the expeditionary force
from Canada to Great Britain.

Instructions should be issned by you to the end that hereaflter the
boards will net question the American citizenship of an n{ppllmnt
because of the fact he took the oath of allegiance and enlisted in the
Canadian forces.

ALFnen Hamprox,
Assistant Commissioner General,

You will observe ithat the cireular only quotes a portion of the
burean letter, and consequently does not show the fact that the con-
clusions arrived at_grew out of the consideration of a specific case,
nor does the letter make any reference to the moot point of law upon
which the department based its action. The letter of the Acting
Commissioner General represents, in part, the attitude of this depart-
ment in deallng with the subject of expatriation in administering the
immigration laws, except that the word * qualified,” which should
have occurred before the word * oath,” was inadvertently omitted in
the communication. iR e e i .

epartment has no author! o determine the guestion of ex-

E‘ﬂﬂjgnp:xce t for the purpose otyadminlsterinx the ilgmlmt.lon and

inese exclusion laws. It c¢an not confer citizenship upon anyone.
That is a judicial function. An alien coming to the United States is
admitted solel mater of X;ivilege if he conforms to certain con-
ditions established by law. American citizen returning to the
Tnited States is entitled to admission unconditionally as a matter of
right. If we err in denyln% aidmission to an alien, his onl

ground of
complaint is that he has been denied the privilege whic

has been
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nted to others similarly situated. If we err in denying admission
o a citizen, the department is placed in the tion of tmking away
from one of our own le that which is bhis Inherent right.

In the act of March 2, 1807, sectlon 2 (34 Stat., 1228), Congress,
for the first time, undertook to cieﬂne the conditions which would result
in expatriation. It ?mlded .

i t any American cltizen shall be deemed to have expatriated
himself when he has been maturalized im any foreign State in con-
formity with its Iaws or when he has taken an oath of allegiance to
any forelgn State.

When a naturalized citizen shall huve resided for two years in
the forei tate from which he came, or for five years in any other
foreign State, it shall be presumed that he has ceased to be an Ameri-
can citizen, and the place of his general abode shall be deemed his
place of residence during sald years: Provided, howerer, That such pre
sumption may be overcome on the presentation of satisfactory evidence
to a diplomatic or consular officer of the United States, under such
rules and regulations as the Department of State may preseribe: And

rovided also, That no American citizen ghall be allo to expatrinte
1self when this country is at war.”

In construing this law for the tg;:r;:uma of administering the immi-
gration laws it is the policy of this department that whenever any
cltizen of the United States, native or naturalized, takes an nngualified
oath of a ce to any foreign State b{ which he becowmes a eitizen
or subject of that State, or renounces his allegiance to the United
States, or when any naturallzed citizen shall have resided for two
years In the foreign Btate from whence be came, or for five years In
any other foreign State, without having presented satisfactory evidence
to a diplomatic or consular officer of the United States, under such
rules and fions as the Department of State shall prescribe, to
presume that the expatriation is comgplete, and such persous prescnting
themselves for admission to the United States are dealt with in exactly
the same manner as any other alien.

When any citizen of the United States takes a limited or qualified
oath of allegiance to a foreign State, which expires by its own time
limitations and does not make him a subject or citizen of the forelgn
State to which he has sworn allegiance, and which does not renounce
allegiance to the United States, a judicial question is involved which,
so far as this department is advl has never been determined by any
of our courts, as to whether or mot citizenship in the United States is
automatically restored when the time limit of the oath of allegiance to
a foreign State has expired and the person who has taken such an oath
serks to return to this country. It understood that the oaths of al-

ce taken bf citizens of the United States when they joln the army
of any of the belligerents in the war now raging in Eorope do not make
them citizens or sub, of the State whose army they joln. They
expire by virtue of their own time limitations, and contain ne claunse
renouncing allegiance to the United States. These conditions create an
element of doubt concerning the automatic restoration of citizenship to
ﬁersous who have taken such an eath, and until the question has geen
etermined !l:]v {udlchl interpretation it is the purpose of this depart-
ment in administering the immigration laws to resolve the doubt in
rxgor of the person returning to the United States under these cirenm-
stances.

I would be ver,{ glad to arrange with the Department of Justice to
have a test case instituted which would dete e the point at issue.
That can be very readily accomplished in the Frank Caswell case, out of
which have grown the rulings of this department on the question. Frank
Caswell, a native of Maine, went to Canada in 1912 for the purpese of
obmtnlnﬁ emploermeut. During his stay there, on August 13, 1914, he
enlisted in the Canadian military service and was sent to England for
the purpose of training. He returned to Canada on April 3, 1915, and
was dlscharﬁftgl from the military service In question on the Tth of
April following. It appears that took the regular oath of allegiance
required of all persons enlisting in the Canadian service for the present
European war. On August 18 last he secured an offer of employment
from a cabinet company in Detroit, Mich., and while on his way to
accept the same he was excluded at Port Huron, Mich,, as an alien seek-
ing to enter the United States in violation of the contract-labor pro-
visions of the act of February 20, 1907 (34 Stat., 808), his alie
being based on the ground that the oath of alleglance taken when
entered the Canadian mﬂltm;y service operated to expatriate him, under

provisions of section 3 of the act of March 2, 1907 (34 Stat., 1228),
which made him. as an ali>n, amenable to the provisions of the im-
migration law. Upon a 1 to the department he was admitted, in
accordance with the policy outlined above. He is now in the United
States. The essen facts are admitted. If he is an alien, he has
violated the allen contract-labor provisions of the immigration laws, is
unlawfully in the United States, and ean be deported. Deportation pro-
eeedings can readily be instituted and an iutmctation obtained from
the courts which can be used as a guide in the inistration of the law.

Respectfully,
W. B. WiLsox, Seerctary.
FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC STEEL.

Mr, PHELAN. Mr. President, recently in this body a state-
ment was made that two-thirds of the structural steel which was
used in the reconstruction of San Francisco, Cal., was imported
from Europe. For the information of the Senate I wrote to the
Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco and to the iron works
there. I have a communication in reply, and I request that it
may be printed in the Recorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica-
tion presented by the Senator from California will be printed in
the REcorp.

The communication referred to is ns follows:

Sax Fraxcisco, December 31, 1915,
Hon, Jamgs D. PHELAN,

Washington, D, O

Dear Sin: In answer to your m?:ugumnceming the use of German

steel in the reconstruction work n Franclsco, Cal., we beg to

submit the following, gleaned from our knowledge of the facts and

gures ;

Since the disaster of 1906, approximately 1,100,000 tons of structural
stecl has been used in rebuilding, of which at the utmost 120,000 tons
was imported direct to this port from Germany and Belglum.

Of the total tonnage of 1,100,000 toms used, approximately 600,000
tons was fabrieated and erected by the local shops, and the balance,
500,000 tens, was furnished and erected h{l eastern firms, )

We have no meaans of ascertaining whether any of the steel used by
the pastern firms was imported from abroad or not, but the amount of
foreign steel bruuﬁht direct to this port by the local shops and used in
reconstruction is less than 12 per cent of the total tonnage used.

comparative prices of fereign and domestic steel at warious
periods from 1906 to the present are as follows:

10 years. Domestic price.

Jsf.f&&’i&,

Per cwt. Per eurt.
£2.35 to $2.50 $2.3
2.2%t0 2,45 25
2.35t0 2.40 220
210t0 225 L8
210t 2.20 1.%
2065t0 2.25 1.82
1.90to 20| $L90 to 2
2.3 1
1.90 1 to 1.76
1.90to 2.65 ")

1 No information st S8an Frantisco for first half of year.

Trusting that the foregoing will serve your purpose, and that if we
can be of any further sssistance to vou that you will not hesitate to
commanid us, we beg to remain,

Respectfully, yours,
CexTrRAL Inox Works (INcC.),
A. A, Devoro, President,

MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED TO MR, PHELAN.
SAx Fraxcisco, Deeember 2§, 1915,

Referring to the amount of structural steel which came into this
port during the reconstruction period, I to advise you that it is
extremely difficult to determine, owing to the changlng classifications
of the customhouse. By mrefuily checking the records of the custom-
house from 1906 to the present time and by comparison with the figures
glmilarly obtained by one of the largest steel users in the West, we can
roughly estimate the amount of purely structural steel imported into
San Francisco during this period to be 33,000 tons.

There is no doubt that much bar iron came in, which was used for
reinforcing purposes, but it is nearly impossible to approximate this
amount, as it i1s included within the fi under the classification
i&got, bar, and other steel. We are informed by steel men familiar

th the situation that the steel imported into this port for this pur-
pose was approximately 10 per cent of the amouné used.

Very truly, rours,
Saux Fraxcisco CHAMBER oF COMMERCE,
By RoeerT K. LYNCH,
Vice President and Manager.

THE EXPORT TRADE.

Mr. STONE. During the month of November last T addressed
A communication to the Secretary of Commerce, requesting him
to furnish me with some statistical information. T sought to as-
certain, as far as possible, the data showing the amount of our
exports to various countries, those engaged in war and neutral
countries, and also, as far as possible, to separate such exports,
s0 as to show what part of those exports could be said to be for
war purposes as compared with exports that could not be said to
be for war uses. I have here an answer to my communication,

The Secretary of Commerce has transmifted to me a com-
munication from the Bureau of Statistics inclosing two tables.
The first of these tables shows the values of exports from the
United States to the principal foreign countries in October,
1913, and October, 1915, with the increase or decrease to each
country. The European countries are grouped in two classes
according as they are belligerent or neutral.

The second of these tables shows the exports of domestic mer-
chandise from the United States to belligerent countries of
Europe, Canada, Japan, and Asiatic Russia, to the nentral
countries of Europe, and to other countries in Oectober, 1913,
and October, 1915, classified according to the extent of their
use as munitions of war.

I thought that the communication and the tables would be of
interest and value to Senators, and I therefore ask that they
may be printed in the Recorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will
be so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

DeCEMBER 2T, 1915.
The SECRETARY OF COMMERCE :

There are inclosed herewith two tables showing :

1. The value of exports from the United States to the principal for-
eign countries in October, 1913, and Oectober, 1915, with increase or de-
crease to each country. The ropean countries are grouped in two
classes accord.lltfg as they are belligerent or neutral,

2. The expo of domestic merchandise from the United States to
belligerent countries of Europe, to Canada, Japan, and Asiatic Russia,
to neutral countries of Europe, and to other countries in October, 1913,
a.}ud October, 1915, classified according to extent of use as munitions
of war.
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A single month has been taken, because of the diffienlty in making the
necessary compilation from the returns of the various collectors of
customs. Similar returns can be compiled, if necessary, for later months
and, it is believed, much more rompﬂﬁ. October is doubtless the best
single month, because of the heavy shipments. Comparison is made
with October, 1913, the latest corresponding month before the out-
break of war.

There have been large shipments to Canada, doubtless intended, in
part, for reexportation to Europe, and to Asiatlc Russia for shipment
across Siberla. Exports to these countries and to Japan are shown
%0 as to avoid an snsiplclon that the movement of war supplies has
been minimized. In view of the very close supervision of the trade
with mneutral countries it is considered doubt whether any con-
slderable exports to such countries can reach belligerent destinations.

The impossibility of dlstlnzuish!nf accurately between munitions of
war and commercial shipments must be clearly recognized. It is not
practicable to ask our exporters to declare whether each individual
shipment is destined for the supply of armies or for commercial use.
Many shippers are undoubtedly not informed and, in any event, such
a requirement would meet vigorous opgosiuon. Yet in no other way
can commercinl shipments and army shipments be distinguished, even
in a general way. With the leading competing natlons at war, it is
natural that there should be large demands for our manufactures from
neutral countries and from igerents themselves for goods which
were formerly obfained from the manufacturing nations of Europe.
Failure to give due weight to this consideration is responsible for much

cutting off of the Russian supply of rye er:lnlaia fully the largest two

items. From the nature of the articles involved our gain, if any, from

the war, is due to the temporary elimination of our foreign competitors.
GAINS AND LOSSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMPANIES.

Largely increased exports to the United Kingdom, Italy, European
Russla, and France are offset in part by the cutting off of our shipments
to Germany, Belgium, and Austria-Hungary

It is to the neutral countries of Euro
most general. This is natural, in view of the former dependence of these
countries on supplies from the countries at war and the need of find-
ing new sources to meet their requirements. Galns are largest in ex-

orts to Norway, Sweden, the Netherlands, and Greece. Only Roumania,
go which approach through both central Europe and Turkey has been
closed, shows a loss.

Among non-European countries, our gains are largest to Asiatic Rus-
sla and Cuba and our loss greatest to Japan., This disastrous cffects
of the war on the markets of South American are, in spite of recent
improvement, visible in exports to Brazil, Chile, and Argentina much
below the level of two years ago. For the preceding quarter (July-
September) the showing to Argentina, Brazil, and Chile was more favor-
able, a gain of $5,000,000 over the corresponding three months of 1913
being recorded.

'that Increased exports are

Fraxk R. RUTTER,
Assistant Chief of Burcau.

The valuc of cm%‘: Iram the United States to principal foreign coun-
! -

of the confusion that has appeared in newspaper interviews, The in- n October, 1913, and Oetober, 1915,
creased exports to the nations at war are frequently taken as a measure
of our trade In army supplies while, to a large extent, these exports Countries. 1015 1913 Increase. | Decreasa.
are the result of lessened productivity in the warring nations, -
EXPORTS TO BELLIGERENT EUROPE. Belli ¥ Evrops:

To the bellli:e:ront countries of Europe our total exports in October, Agustrh—Hungnr BRI ey $2, 231, 085
1915, were §31,500,000 more than our exports two years earlier. Ex- Belgium. ... 8,266,678 | .. ........| 4,581,320
plosives and firearms showed a gain of f:s,ooo.ooo. Articles largely B 17,073 83, San s s e bk
used for army purposes, including horses, woolen wearing apparel, com- F d AOL T | e S e , 177
mercial automobiles, ete., increased $21,000,000. ood.st‘ugs.. the pro- France. 25,835,813 | 6,050,278 |........
porﬂ:ﬁ 25 &valainch used gortgrmrran plies %m not bfe determined, in- Germany 48.1133.400 e 48, 130, 900
CTeRs: ,000, and other articles par used for army supplies e 5 253, wa e R e
increased tst%i.ooolﬁobo. AP SR L L S 7,422,912 | 20,82

me o ese increases can not fairly be chargeable to the war. Our Malta, Gozo, ete.. : ' .
wheat crop this year is 249,000,000 bushels more than in 1913, an in- Russia in Europe....... 2,350,001 008, 338 7
crease of 32 per cent, which would undoubtedly, even had peace pre- Servia and Montenegro. % || S 82,607 |..oiaiiin
valled, have resulted in largely increased shipments. To credit one- Turkey in Burope........cove]--z-msszzaa- MO 112,50
half of the gain in the third group of articles %thosn partly used for Uni — b wh ¥
army supplies) would perhaps be fair, and on this basls $60,000,000 101,625,949 | 67,004,152 | 34,531,797 |............
to $65,000,000 would represent the amount of munitions of war in our , 210, 620,005 | 1,581,219 |.._.........
Oclt‘}nber exports. PSR e : Ireland. . ....v.ooveee..-.] 5,856,610 47,013 | 4,408,007 |............

ven counting the to gain in the articles used partly for arm =
supplies, the increased ex'gnrl:s in all three classes amounted tg some\vha{ Total.....cuaeensern.... 105,233,008 (163,750,627 | 31,496,370 |............
less than $86,000,000. his maximum commercial gain from the war 5
must be offset by our loss in cotton and copper. Neutral Europe:

The cotton crop last year was 2,000, bales more than the year Azores and Madeira Islands... 150,125 27,10
before (a percentage gain of 14 per cent). The small crop of the pres- Denmar 772,141 | 2,143,825
ent year, largely due to reduced ac , reflecting the low tpricu of last 369 ), 483
vear, is supplemented by heavy stocks. e decrease of £63,000,000 288 512
n our cotton exports to belligerent countries is therefore attributable 932 | 6,901,433
directly to the war. Copper exports fell off a third in value, while the 051 848,314
production In 1014 was only 6 per cent less than the year before. 159 802, 047

Charging off the large decrease In cotton and copper and the smaller 027 72,243
decrease in gasoline and naphtha, the net gain from the war, even on 498 | 3,734,350
the most liberal basls of calculation, s only $19,500,000 (for October). 716 | 1,082, 108
In articles which can scarcely be affected appreclably bg the war, the 4,6
#ain In exports to belligerent countries was £12,000, . This group
includes a $6G00,000 increase in coal and coke, a $700,000 increase in Total....csecanassenes..]| 33,207,480 | 16,657,184 | 16,640,206 |............
wire ogtcn]ther than barbed wire) and wire manufactures, a gain of e e ‘.
£300, in cottonseed oil, and of $160,000 in tinplate. Barley, corn, | Canada........ esseasnsssenssssoi) 35,074,850 | 31,920,648 | 1,754,302 |............
cars and carriages, tanning bark. dyes and dyestuffs, sugar macﬁlnery. Cul 2% 9,658,001 | 6,826,173 | 2,831,828 [ ...........
leather manufactures (other than men’s boots and shoes and harness 4,701,402 | 5,180,715 363,313
and saddles), oleo oil, butter, condensed milk, gas oil and fuel oil, toys, 2,507,518 | 3,869,301 1,262,753
heans, peas, and potatoes are some of the other articles showing a gain 1,827,315 | 2,210,036 , 821
to all countries of more than $100,000 each. :, i;lig. gg 1, 527, 560 2 :%;, :11%

EXPORTS TO CANADA, JAPAN, AND ASIATIC RUSSIA. 7,005,241 I
The only largely increased exports to Canada of articles in Table 2 are 4,021, 235
horses, wi{h a gal‘.(n of sa,ooo,og , and brass, with a gain of $1,500,000, | New Zealand 1, %,%
To Asiatic Russia the gains are chiefly $2,500,000 in locomotives and | Fhilippine Islands..... el S A as ;, 2;_1,1
$1,000,000 in steel rails., To Japan, although a countgg at war, the | British Bouth Africa..............| 2,271,107
exports show a decrease, chiefly in raw cotton (§2,400,000). Other countries............ siseisn 19,181, 417
. EXPORTS TO NEUTRAL EUROPE. Total........eveensron..] 93,263,555 | 88,580,623 | 4,673,082 |............

Our exports to nentral Europe doubled. The gain of $16,600,000 is
made up é)hjeﬂy of whent,‘5.00(£000; r.&isa 000,000 ; bacon, $1,000,000 ; Total exports...........|321,814,041 ’%0,003,434 | 52,810,007 |.cereeneners
and sole and upper leather, $800,000, r abundant wheat crop and the

domestic merchandise from the United States to belligerent countries of Eu to Canada, Japan, and Asialic Russia, o neutral countries of Furope, and to other coun-
Exportsof do tries, October, 1913, and October, 19104{ ch:g;ieéd‘:morﬁwjto gfm’r of use as munilions of war. e
Belligerent Europe. C““A‘ﬁ:{é“ ’I‘“’d Neutral Europe. Other countries. Total.
Articles.
1915 1913 1015 1913 1915 1013 1915 1913 1915 1913
Firearms and ammunition:
Explosives (except dynamite)............[$17,051,376 §7,402 $640,351 $28,478 $17,430 $1,521 $469, 010 $350, 928 1”9, 078,167 $388,329

e A I s i Y5 44,643 23, 52,675 55,832 14 131,614 g 556, 740 356,120

Total >yl diiiat A ST I N L% 3 52,045 | 664,146 81,153 73,262 3,08 | 600,624 607,271 | 19,634,907 744,458
Articles largely used for army purposes:

Hnruesyp 5,417,850 84,700 | 3,404,745 B ANE e Ol e e SR 23,357 26,264 | 8,845,052 331, 400
Wool wearing apparel. .. % 13,013 137,973 143,030 92 320 52,338 41,712 | 4,441,925 198,075
Commercial QULOMODIeS. . . <o oeunenrnnnas 4,058, 199 5, 800 174,301 51,056 49,307 6,001 25, 293 ,950 | 4,307,100 129, 506
Wool, manufacturers of (except rags).....| 1,973,7 27,204 , 116 44,450 14,491 201 129,114 19,565 | 2,351,508 01,510
o R SR R e A e Bl P I Iy 1 R 5 200 R R e i 41,807 78,673 | 1,824,237 52, FO8
Harness and saddles.......... AL A 944, 3,797 5, 12,787 g 115 33, 987 40,153 985, 092 65, 852
Wire, barbed. ....... s e . BT 003 3,502 | 101,675 00 | s 606 | 228,805 | 302,438 | 1,200,572 401, 504
Lead, manufactures of......cocevecenesnes 755, 870 8,843 ,1 20,613 89, 287 408 118,973 3,823 | 1,245,284 03, 807
Boots and shoes (MeN’s)......ceeneessnnss 671,540 340, 706 7 81, 647 11,978 13,018 720,223 | 588,813 | 1,132,113 1,024,183
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Ezports of domestic merchandise from the Uniled States to belligerent countries of Europe, to Canada, Japan, and Asiatic Russia, efc.—Continued.

Canada, Ja and
Belligerent Europe. Asiatic ﬂ's;.';in. Neutral Europe. Other countries. Total.
Articles.
1815 1913 1915 1913 1915 1913 1915 1913 1015 1913
J\l’tl(‘_‘les large]y used for srmly purpo;es—(‘.‘cn,
v, erop.mlh and parts $352, 782 £344 $35, 739 $372 £380 $438, 803 $1,015
162, 440 7,124 36,370 29,722 208, 400 66, 817
152,119 34,920 41,868 118, 666 38,250 202, 653 105, 290
50,680 | it 1,216 4,147 5,278 85,043 6,
s PSR e P e e B e 21,460,334 523,368 | 4,476,911 742,085 $166,375 22,470 | 1,533,632 | 1,310,037 | 27,637,252 2,597,070
* Articles partly used for army supplies show-
ing material increase in exporfs to belligerent
countries:
Foodstulls—
Wheat 4,731,373 256,773 755,703 1,388, 604 66,803 | 20,513,418 |  6,760.223
Bugar, refined. .. 17,7 1,28 2, 5886, 231,106 , 141, 630 255,
acon......... 1,810,538 156, 757 170,284 164,188 170, 788 978,754 | 2,380,090
(317 s 115, 562 1,151 68, 573 13,003 | 3,284,056 15,115
Hams and shoulders. ... 1,583,052 19,151 81,410 207,743 177,506 | 2,768,800 | 1,833,314
Balmon, canm 1,516,308 129,171 40,821 416, 965 283,538 | 2,876,316 1,841,367
Wheat flour , 815, 047 , 801 500, 422 3,804,100 | 2,656,214 | 6,965,204 , 746, 625
Beel, fresh, 162 1,711 34,378 35,344 | 1,345,320 37,055
Beel, canned 7,429 821 3,443 15,760 36,867 [ 463,638
Rye... S A 113 8,108 5 3 B BRGSO 3,207,941 8,108
Total [oodstufls 11,511, 580 764,686 | 1,565,017 6,687,179 | 3,672,161 | 57,546,007 | 18,955,924
PBrass, and manufactares of ....... ebunhieeka 4,188, 655 253,185 | 1,851,129 239, 539 132,356 73,503 | 6,463,532 505,111
Leather, sole and upper........ .-| 3,685, 1,947,920 212,740 93,210 507,538 389,024 | 5,517,787 2,713, 508
Zine  mannfacturesof.......... 2,789,499 1,456 , 011 6,533 , 684 5,277 , 381,838 13,544
Metal-working machinery ... .... 77688, 913, 906 396, 380 111,985 43,042 302,932 | 3,236,079 | 1,418,577
All other chemieals not specified. 2,358,731 " 508 767,507 | 301,546 587,361 411,021 | 3,869,863 788,
India rubber, manufactures of. . 2,048,138 391,901 327,418 322, 47 816, 287 409,187 » 228, 735 1,164,526
r antomobiles......... 1,410,852 375,222 187,477 1 384,206 1,080,614 866,842 | 2,749,255 1,663,719
Cotton wmh’% parel. (except corsets).. , 038, 306 84,100 183,698 189,954 885,315 356,982 | 2,131,160 642, 140
Steel bars and tﬁ ................ 1,933,159 ,535 45,139 1,496 301, 790 275,240 | 8,175,204 751, 606
Automobiles, pnrts ...... 1,002,485 434, 560 624,185 186,406 174,133 102,706 | 1,819,950 728,470
Zino plgs, bars, et0. . i.cceeascreanssans 712, 40,058 by i [ ] LR e s R e L 431 752,744 11,762
p o el e N Y , 129 3,312 28,880 ,079 273,018 27, 898 901,980 40,552
Gasoline engines. 432,820 245,801 381,306 170,817 110,576 185, 706 084,720 625, 247
Btoalraills.covirainaniaanasie 238, 809 4,921 | 1,194,541 416, 5 504 809,262 | 2,185,580 1,258,775
Iron and steel shests and plate. , 162 63,009 740,012 950, 753 487, 568 808,603 | 1,473,660 1,848,702
Nailsand spikes.............. 215, 969 14,540 114,323 39,936 320,616 184,750 655, 658 239, 604
Structural and steel 107,834 fooo ol 322,243 922, 604 425,278 581, 707 451,424 1,598,340
Motorcycles. ........ 173, 823 19,258 4,059 6,371 28,747 18, 804 230,327 4{3‘, 177
Locomotives. . .......... 162,000 |.....-......| 2,739,100 35,350 436, 271,745 | 3,338,062 307, 095
Rallway track material..-.....cooovedeennans 58, 909 3,251 317,772 81,155 79,167 lﬂl 416 544,226 245,113
Total except 0035t T8 .« vvusnnnsacaens 25,212,900 | 4,884,589 | 11,564,975 | 4,931,260 7,720,456 | 6,243,214 | 47,501,883 | 16,613,804
s | P IR AP e T 63,570,946 | 16,376,169 | 12,329,661 | 6,497,177 | 14,811,708 | 2,781,007 | 14,416,635 | 9,915,375 {105,137,050 | 35,560,818
Artlclesmrl!y used for Army suppliesshowing !
mtn{l decrease in exports to belligerent ]
countries
Cotton, mw including linters. . i 34.8?9, 924 | 97,350,723 | 3,610,635 | 5,907,042 | 3,903,610 | 3,627,235 469,226 406,317 | 42,663,305 | 107,381,317
Cnpperm pigs and mamx!actumso! 347, 9,440,387 780, 801 575,393 670,210 | 2,103,345 752,022 120,041 | 9,559,928 , 238, 166
asoline and naphtha. . cmesmseesss] 082,001 | 1,494,573 242,463 596, 533 74,765 123,478 | 1,054,113 | 1,038,984 | 2,353,342 | 3,253,568
Podls et .| 42,000,818 |108,285,683 | 4,042,800 | 7,078,068 | 5,648,585 | 5,854,058 | 2,275,361 | 1,655,342 | 54,576,663 | 122,874,051
Total of forezoing srticles. . . ..[145,345,073 125,237, 265 | 22,113,617 | 14,399,393 | 20,609,030 | 8,661,623 | 18,826,252 | 13,488,025 (206,986,772 | 161, 785, 306
Otherarticles. ......covcercasennaasancanasds.) 49,006,033 | 38,519,362 | 22,882,163 | 25,358,505 | 12,597,550 | 7,995,561 | 29,441,523 | 35,343,700 |114,827, 260 lﬂ? 21?,123
Grand total. ..\ ueeeeanscnascncnanasn--- 115,253,006 (163,756,627 | 44,995,780 | 39,757,898 | 33,207,480 | 16,657,184 | 48,267,775 | 48,831,725 |321,su,|m 269, 003, 434

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if the
tables presented by him show the exportation for one month in
each of the years 1913 and 1915, or for those two entire years?

Mr. STONE. I read what the tables show. They contain a
comparative statement for the months of October, 1913, and
Getober, 1915, which are the months immediately preceding my
inquiry.

Mr. SMOOT, I have no objection to the matter being printed ;
but I wish simply to say in this connection that I have a list
of exportations of all articles and classes for nine months of
the years 1913, 1914, and 1915; that is, the first nine months
of. each of the three years, and the amount of exportations as
classified by the department. For the information of the Senate,
without going into details, I will say of those 86 classifications
the exportations for the first nine months of 1913 amounted to
$1,733,400,000; for the same months of 1914 the exportations
werée $1,467,400,000, or a decrease over the exports for the year
1913 ; but in the year 1915 the exportations were $2,532,500,000.

I wish to call attention to some of the items that can be classi-
fied as those for which the increased demand has been brought
about on account of the war; and call attention to the fact
that the difference between the total exportations for 1913 and
those for 1915 amounts to $799,000,000. I wish to call atten-
tion to some of the items of increases, showing that the increases
were on account of the war and for items used in the war that
this increase of exportations occurred. For instance, in the
item of cattle, hogs, horses, sheep, mules, and so forth, in 1913
the exports were $35,600,000, while in 1915 they were $96,200,000.

In the case of chemicals and drugs, in 1913 the exportations
were $19,800,000, while in 1915 they were $54,200,000. In the
case of explosives, in 1913 the exportations were $3,800,000, while
in 1915 they were $84,300,000. The exportations of iron and
steel manufactures in 1918 were $226,500,000, in 1915 they were
$251,100,000. In 1913 the exports of meat were $120,200,000,
while in 1915 they were $194,800,000. The exports of refined
sugar in 1913 were $1,300,000, while in 1915 they were $24,-
800,000. The exportations of zine manufactures in 1913 were
$1,000,000, whereas in 1915 they were $21,500,000.

Mr. President, I might go on and mention every item and
show that most of the increased exportations from this country
have been undoubtedly brought about by the war and are made
up of those articles that are used in war, and for no other pur-
pose.

The same report also shows that the items that have been
usually exported, that go into the everyday life of the people
and the commerce of the world, have not been exported to so
large an extent in 1915 as in the year 1913,

Mr. President, I simply wanted, in connection with the state-
ment that was made here for one particular month, to call atten-
tion to the figures for nine months of the three years, so that
there could be no mistake as to the actual conditions.

~Mr, STONE. I wish to ask the Senator if it is his purpose to
have printed in the Recorp the statement from which he has
quoted?

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly satisfied that it should go into
the REcorb.
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Mr. STONE. If the Senator has no objection, I should like
to have it go into the Recorp.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask, then, that the table from
which I have quoted be printed in the Recorp, without my read-
ing it. %
nglh-. STONE. Yes; I think that had better be done. As the
Senator has made comments, I should like to see the document
and I should also like to know where he got it.

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator where I got it. The

- Department of Commerce, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic
Commerce, issues a “ Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce
of the United States,” and if the Senator will take the time to
examine it, he will find the figures I have quoted.

Mr. STONE. This is a computation made by the Senator him-
self, based on some reports to which he has the kindness to
invite my considerate attention, but it is the Senator's own
computation, :

Mr. SMOOT.
Mr. President.

The information is gathered from the “ Monthly Summary of
Foreign of the United States.”

Mr. STONE. Well, who made the tables—that is the point—
from which the Senator was reading a moment ago? Who eol-
lated them? Who compiled them?

Mr. SMOOT. The table that I just asked to have put in the
REcorp?

Mr. STONE. The Senator knows what I am talking about—
yes; who compiled that?

Mr. SMOOT. It was compiled in my office.

Mr. STONE. Oh, that was what the Senator seemed reluc-
tant to say.

Mr. SMOOT.

No; I do not want to claim eredit for the work,

Not in the least.

Mr. STONE. Now, I will ask that it be printed.

AMr. SMOOT. The Senator need not ask that; I have already
asked that it be printed in the REcorp.

Mr. STONE. Then I supplement the Senator’s request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The matter will be printed in the
Recorp, in the absence of objection.

The matter referred to is as follows:

[In millions of dollars.]
9 months ended September—
Articles and classes exported.

1913 1014 1015
gt o e S B B
ey e Lo g s ey Rt e 8.0 4.9 31.8
166.8 172.8 423.4
2.7 .7 85.6
18.6 9.5 18.9
19.8 20.2 5.2
108. 6 95.6 83.9
282.2 212.2 107.3
41.6 .1 1LY
1.2 15.2 17.2
3.8 4.0 84.3
8.4 8.2 13.2
52 6.6 10.7
19.0 18.3 23.1
10.7 8.6 15.5
226.5 152.8 251.1
141 12.4 2.8
32.2 2.7 4.8
120.2 9.7 1€4.8
20.2 2.5 157
val stores 17.6 12.2 0.3
Qil cake and oil-cake 20.4 11.8 23.0
Oils, mineral......... 108.5 108. 2 106.2
Oils, vegetable. ............ 15.6 11.2 2.8
Paints, colors, and varnish . 5.6 5.3 6.0
g;ope.r andmuumtum A e 1:; lg.g lg.g
£ ,m&ned ......... 1.3 58 24.8
Tol manufactures 4.7 5.4 4.9
Tobaceo, AW ... o.... 39.4 2.5 0.0
Wood, lumber, and other manufactures f1.1 €5.3 40.3
WOl MANUMEHITES . - o e oneanemamissensmnnnsmsmenns 3.4 3.5 25.9
7 ine MAnOBCIITeS - - ..o raven s s s s s s na 10 3.2 0.5
Articles not enumernted ... ooeiroraiioaiia e 218.8 202.3 250.6
Tl L D il edd i il o b 1,733.4 | 1,407.4 2,582.5

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Missourl if the table which he has presented is
intended to disclose the amount of our foreign exportations due
to the war and the amount not due to the war? If that be so,
does this table show what proportion of our foreign exports
were to take the place of goods which the nations at war had
heretofore sent to those countries, but which, on account of the
war, they were unable to send?

Mr. STONE. The tables which I have submitted, and which
will appear in the Recomp to-morrow morning, will show the
losses in the way of imports into the neutral nations of Europe—
for example, coming from what are now belligerent nations In
Europe—and will very clearly disclose, I think, for the month
indieated, the increased exports from the United States to such
countries due to a falling off of foreign exports to those coun-
tries. I think the tables will show that. It might have been
better to have covered a period of 3 months or 9 months or
12 months, but I asked simply for this information for a single
month as merely indicative of a general condition.

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAT.

Mr. FLETCHER. On December 10 the Chair laid before the
Senate the annual report of the Attorney General for the year
1015, and it was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. I
move that the report be taken from the table and referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South,
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint
resolution’ (H. J. Res. 89) to amend an act entitled “An act
granting pensions to certain widows and dependent children of
soldiers and sailors of said war,” approved February 23, 1015,
in which it requested the concurrenee of the Senate,

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the Vice President:

. 8.1230. An act to authorize the construction of bridges across
the Fox River at Aurora, Ill.; and .

S.2409. An act to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge
Co. to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the ecity of
Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. HARDING. I present a joint resolution of the Legis-
lature of Ohio, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp aml
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to
the Cemmittee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Joint resolution memoralizing the Senators and Representatives to Con-
gress from the State of Ohlo to support H. R. 12292 as amended,
popularly known as the Palmer-Owen bill, designed to prevent inter-
state commerce in the products of child laber.

Whereas the people of the State of Ohio, in response to enlightened and
humane imp have, through their representatives, enacted into
statute law, visions for the protection of the State's most walu-
able asset—i children—such laws prohibiting the employ-

ment in mills and factories of children less than 14 years of age and

embodying, with the u’ce]itlon of the laws of but one State the

Union, the most advanced legiclation upon the subject; and

s the blot of unrestricted—or practically unrestricted—child
labor still rests upon a number of Siates, the youth and future career
of the Nation's embryo citizens being sacrificed to the assumed needs

commerce ; and :

Whereas the reckless waste of future petentiality involved in the In-
dustrial exploitation of immature children is uneconomic and wrong
?tnd"conséi utes a crime against childbood and against the race

self ; an H

Whereas the products of various industries of the State of Ohio, manu-
factured under humane conditions and without robbing childhooi
of its birthright, are forced to seek to market In competition with
the output of child-labor industries In various States in the Union;

and
Whereas Federal H. B. 12292, as amended by the IHouse Committee on
Labor, known as the Palmer-Owen bill, seeks to prohibit the ship-
roducts of the labor of little

the Ameriean Association for
Labor Legisla workers and employers alike
by the leaders in contempol

t, and by all nemami

women familiar with its provisions ; an
Whereas the State of Ohio, being, as stated in the vanjfnard of States

in the matter of child protection, a pecullar responsibility rests upon

her representatives: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the General Assembly of the State of Ohio, That our
Senators and Representatives to Congress be requested that they use
e timate effort to secure the speedy enactment inte law of
H. 1 as amended.

That a copy of this resolution be forwarded fo each such Senator
and Representative by the secretary of state of Ohio.

ment in interstate commerce of the
children less than 14 years of age; an
Whereas such H, R. 12292 is indorsed b
tion, by organizations o

TADEONS

CaarLes D. CoOXOVER,
Speaker of the Nouse of Representatices,
JouX H. ARXOLD,
; President of the Senate.
Adopted March 4, 1915,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
STATE OoF OmHIO,
1 OFFICE OF THE BECRETARY OF BTATE.
I, C. Q. Hildebrant, secretary of state of the State of Ohlo, do hereby
eetﬂly that the. foregoing is an exemplified oop{;‘ carefully compared
by me with the original enrolled resolution now my official custody
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ns secretary of state, and found to bhe true and correct, of house joint
resolutlon No. 18, adopted by the General Assembly of the State of
‘Iml‘; I;iélfgh 4, 1015, and filed in this office on the Hth day of March,
A . b

Witness my hand and official seal at Columbus, Ohio, this Gth day
of March, A, D. 19105,

| SEAL.] C. Q. IIILDEBRANT,

Neeretary of Ntate.

Mr, NELSON presented telegrams in the nature of memorials
from sundry citizens of the State of Minnesota, remonstrating
against the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution grant-
ing the right of suffrage to women, which were ordered to lie on
the table.

e also presented a petition of Arthur MacArthur Camp, No.
16, Department of Minnesota, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for
the enactment of legislation to prevent the discharge of ex-sol-
diers from Government positions in the Philippine Islands, which
wias referred to the Committee on the Philippines.

Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of the congregations of the
Methodist Episcopal Church and the Presbyterian Church of
Gardner, of the Swedish Free Sunday School of Rootford, and
of sundry citizens of Maxon, Bellair, Yale, Crandall, Casey,
West York, Pontiae, Martinsville, Bath, Saidora, Odin, Salem,
and Xenia, all in the State of Illinois, praying for national pro-
hibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of 42 citizens of Hartford
and East Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, praying for an
increase in armaments, which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

He also presented a petition of the Association of Colleginte
Alumnge of Norwalk, Conn., praying for the enactment of legis-
lntion to prohibit interstate commerce in the products of child
labor, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce.

Mr. OURTIS presented memorials of sundry ecitizens of Ar-
kansas City, McPherson, Wichita, Grand River, and Brazilton,
all in thé State of Kansas, remonstrating against an incrense in
armaments, which were referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wamego,
Kans., praying for the placing of an embargo on munitions of
war, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lyon
County, Kans., remonstrating against the placing of a tax on
gasoline, which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of Washington Post, No. 12, De-
partient of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republie, of Lawrence,
Kans.,, and a petition of the Women's Relief Corps, No. 9, of
Lawrence, Kans., praying for the enactinent of more liberal pen-
sion laws, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions,

THE JUDICIAL CODE,

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which
was referred the bill (8. 2406) to amend section 162 of the act
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,
approved March 3, 1911, reported it with amendments and sub-
mitted a report (No. 42) thereon,

PEND OREILLE RIVER BRIDGE, IDAITO.

AMr. SHEPPARD, TFrom the Conunittee on Commerce I re-
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 820)
to authorize the county of Bonner, Idaho, to construct a bridge
across Pend Oreille River, and I submit a report (No. 40)
thereon, I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration
of the hill.

The Secretary read the bill: and there being no objection,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the Dbill

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE, GEORGIA.

Mr. SHEPPARD. From tie Committee on Commerce, I re-
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 775)
granting the consent of Congress to J. P. Jones and others to
construct one or more bridges across the Chattahoochee Ri -or
hetween the counties of Coweta and Carroll, in the State of
Goeorgia, and I submit a report (No. 41) thereon. I ask unani-
mons consent for the present consideration of the bill.

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection,
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con-
sideration.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED.

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as follows:

By Mr. BANKHEAD:

A bill (8. 3467) granting a pension to Lawrence E. Brunson;
HA bill (8. 3468) granting an increase of pension to Lucy M,

ord;

A bill (8. 3469) granting a pension to James R. Phillips; and

A bill (8. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Henry J.
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. JOHNSON cf Maine:

A bill (8. 3471) granting a pension to Sadie E. Devanlt:

A Dbill (S. 3472) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Runnels;

A bill (8. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Sylvanus
H. Ward (with accompanying papers) ;

A hill (8. 3474) granting an increase of pension to Granville
R. Sibley (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 8475) granting an increase of pension to James
Rogers (with accompanying papers) ; and

A Dbill (8. 8476) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo J.
Nevers (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

A bill (8. 8477) making appropriation for investigation and
promotion of rural edueation, industrial edueation, and school
hygiene; to the Connnittee on Education and Labor.,

By Mr. SHAFROTH :

A bill (8. 3478) to establish a military academy at Fort
Logan. Colo.: and

A bill (8. 3479) for the relief of Sylvester Howe; to the
Committee on Military Aairs,

A bill (8. 3480) granting a pension to Emerson E. Paden ;

A bill (8. 3481) granting an increase of pension to James
Inman;

A Dbill (S. 3482
Harrington ; and

A bill (8. 3483) granting a peusion to Ferdinand Reinhardt;
to the Commnittee on Pensions.

By Mr. JONES:

A bill (8. 3484) granting certain lands of the Colville Tndian
Reservation, Wash.,, to the Washington Historical Society; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 3485) to establish in the Distriet of Columbin a
laboratory for the study of the eriminal, pauper, and defective
classes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

A bill (8. 3486) to establish the Olympic National Park in
the Olympic Mountains, in the State of Washington, aml for
other purposes (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr., McCUMBER:

A bill (8. 3487) to credit certain officers of the Medical De-
partment, United States Army, with services rendered as acting
assistant surgeons during the Civil War; to the Coninittee on
Military Affairs,

A bill (8. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Jolin B,
Walden; to the Committee on Pensions,

By AMr. PHELAN:

A bill (8. 3489) for the enlargement of the Federal building
at San Jose, Cal.; to the Committee on PPublic Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr. CURTIS:

A Dbill (8. 3490) to provide for the sale of public lands in
western Kansas in certain enses, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Public Lands. :

A bill (8. 3491) for the relief of Lou Juhn; to the Committee
on Claims.

A bill (8. 3492) granting a pension to Mary White (with ac-
companying papers) ;

A DbiL (S. 3493) granting an increase of pension to Mary J,
Baker (with aceompanying papers) :

A bill (8. 3404) granting a pension to Matilda J. Fuller (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3495) granting a pension to George J. Jones (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3496) granting a pension to Mary C. Finlay (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3497) granting an increase of pension to James L,
Zeigler (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3498) granting an increase of pension to Alexander
Parks (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3499) granting an inercase of pension to Alice AL
Pike (with accompanying papers) ;

granting an inerease of pension to Albhert AL
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A bill (8. 3500) granting an increase of pension to John W.
Baughman (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 8501) granting an increase of pension to Zenas It
Detwiler (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3502) granting an increase of pension to Mary.A.
Snider (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 3503) granting an increase of pension to William
Henthorn (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 3504) granting a pension to Lemuel Abbott (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 3505) for the relief of Henry Wagner (with ac-
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STERLING :

A bill (8. 3506) to prevent the spread of the foot-and-mouth
disease, anthrax, hog cholera, and other contagious or infec-
tious diseases of live stock during or in consequence of ihe
carrying of animals by railroad or other means of transporta-
tion from any State or Territory or the District of Columbia
into or through any other State or Territory or the District of
Columbia ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

A bill (8. 3507) for the relief of Elizabeth Marsh Watkins;
to the Committee on Claims. 7

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota :

A Dbill (8. 3508) validating and confirming conveyances of
lands made by allottees on the Yankton Indian Reservation, the
Crow Creek Indian Reservation, and the Rosebud Indian Reser-
vation, all in the State of South Dakota; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

By Mr. HARDING (for Mr. POMEREXE) :

A bill (8. 3509) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
issue a deed to the persons hereinafter named for part of a lot
in the Distriet of Columbia; to the Committee on the Distriet
of Columbia.

By Mr. SHIVELY :

A bill (8. 3510) granting an increase of pension to Sarah
Cain (with accompanying papers) ;

- A bill (8. 3511) granting an increase of pension to Oliver H.
erry ;

A bill (8. 3512) granting an increase of pension to John F.
Smith ; and

A bill (8. 83513) granting an increase of pension to George W.
Howe; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SMOOT :

A bill (8. 8514) granting an increase of pension to Charles
E. Abbott (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. PAGE:

A bill (8. 8515) granting an increase of pension to Sidney A.
Iiudd (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. CHILTON :

A bill (8. 8516) granting a pension to Mary M. Duffy ; to the
Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GORE:

A bill (8. 3517) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture, on
behalf of the United States, to cooperate with the anthorities of
the States accepting this act in the construction of certain high-
ways, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

By Mr. HARDING :

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. T7) directing the Bureau of
Education to take such steps as are compatible with Federal
authority to encourage the teaching of the Spanish language in
the I%:i!:ed States of America; to the Committee on Education
and or.

AFFAIRS TN MEXICO.

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to present a concurrent resolution,
now hastily drawn, authorizing the President of the United
States to exercise the same power with the Army and Navy in
Mexico that Is now exercised in Nicaragua and Haiti by our
Navy under previous laws concerning their conditions and the
maintenance of the peace and security of citizens and property
of America,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator have the resolu-
tion read?

Mr. LEWIS. No, Mr. President. It may take the wusual
course. At another time I purpose addressing myself to the
resolution.

Mr. WEEKS. Mr, President, I understood the Senator from
Ilinois to refer to the use of the Army in Nicaragua and
Haitl

Mr. LEWIS. The resolution seeks to authorize the use of the
Army and Navy in Mexico under the authority by which we
use the Navy in Haiti and Nicaragua,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the resolution to lie on the
table, or is it to be referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations?

Mr. LEWIS. For the present I prefer to have it lie on the
table, sir, if that is consistent with the rule, and to have it
printed in the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed in
the Recorp and lie on the table.

Mr. LEWIS. I will amend the resolution later. It is rather
crudely and hastily drawn. I shall have it substituted by
another in more perfect form.

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 9) is as follows:

Resolved Uy the Senate (the House of Representatives concwrring),
That the President of the United States be autherized and empowered to
order the Army of the United States, or any necessary part thereof, to
the country of Mexice and to there cooperate with any force there exist-
Ing which to the President shall seem appropriate for the object of pro-
tecting the citizens and property of the United States and te punish
those violating the security of its citizens, and to authorize the Presi-
dent to use the military and naval forces of the United States in Mexico

to the same extent as now by law permitted the Navy in Nicaragua and
Haiti for the protection of erican rights.

PEOPOSED CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL LAW.

Mr. McCUMBER. I offer a concurrent resolution, and as it
is very short and rather pertinent to present conditions, I ask
that it may be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the con-
current resolution.

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Ites, 10) was read, as fol-
lows:

Resolred by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurriag),

hat the President of the United States be, and he is hereby. au-
thorized and requested to ecall a convention of all of the nations of
the world to meet in Washington, at such time as he may designate,
for the lpurpose of drafting a code of international law and rules of
international conduet, which shall a{oply to all of the natlons of the
earth, such code and rules to be adopted and agreed to by such nations,
and to be enforced under a joint agreement by all of the nations against
any one or more which disobey the code and regulations so adopted ;
that provision shall be had for a lpermanent international legislative
assembly, which shall from time to time enact such fuorther international
code, rules, and regulations as in their wisdom may be necessary to pre-
serve the rights of all sueh nations, with provision for continuity of such
legislative body ; the pu of this act, when carried inte effect, being
to provide for final disarmament of all the nations of the world, pre-
serving in each one such armies and navies as may be proper and neces-
snr{ for its own police protection and regulations and enforcing all inter-
national rights and duties by the combined efforts of all the nations:
such legislative assembly to provide for a general court of arbitration
for the settlement of all international disputes and the power of all of
the nations to be exercised to compel the submisston of such questions
to arbitration and the enforcement of the judgment of the arbitrary

tribunal, pemding the continuance of the ?resent war In Europe, and in
the event of the failure of the warring nations at present to join in such
international convention, the Presldent 1s authorized to call together all

of the neutral nations of the world amd secure, if possible, such a code,
guaranteed by the respective nations, and to secure as speedily as pos-
sible the consent of the several warring nations to enter into such an

agreement.

The VICE PRESIDENT. What disposition will the Senator
have made of the resolution?

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask its reference to the Commuiittee on
Foreign Relations.,

The VICE PRESIDENT.
tee on Foreign Relations,

ARTICLE BY ARTHUR M’DOXALD, i

Mr, CLAPP. I present a copy of an article by Arthur Mc-
Donald, anthropologist, of Washington, D. C., entitled * Peace,
War, and Humanity,” which I would like to have printed as a
public document. I therefore ask that it be referred to the
Committee on Printing with a view to its publieation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The article will be referred to the
Committee on Printing for action.

ADDRESS BY HON, CYRUS KEHR.

Mr., SHIELDS. I have a copy of an address by Hon. Cyrus
Kehr, of Knoxville, Tenn., delivered before the American Civie
Association at a reeent meeting of that association in Wash-
ington, D. C., December 31, 1915, on the subject of a national
system of highways and Iandscape designing. I am desirous
of having the address printed as a public document, and I ask
that it be referred to the Committee on Printing for action.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be referred to the
Committee on Printing.

JEWISH TMMIGRANTS.

Mr. CLAPP. I ask that 15,000 additional copies of Senate
Document No. 611, Sixty-third Congress, second session, be
printed for the use of the Senate document room. It is a report
of a subcommittee of the National Jewish Immigration Council
appointed to examine into the gquestion of illiteracy among
Jewish immigrants and ifs causes. There is a very large de-
mand for the document, and it is not voluminous by any mneans,
and it has already been published,

It will be referred to the Commit-
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Mr. CHILTON. Of course nothing can be done with it unless
there is an estimate made for the printing.

AMr. CLAPP. That is only necessary where the cost will ex-
ceed 8500, and this will not exceed, at the outside, §125.

Mr. CHILTON. I have no objection, so far as I am con-
cerned.

The VICE PRESIDENT, There bemg no objection, it is so
ordered.

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED.

H. J. Res.89. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled “An
act granting pensions to certain widows and dependent chil-
dren of soldiers and sailors of said war,” approved February
25, 1915, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Pensions.

THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES.

Mr, SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that Senate bill 381 be taken up for consideration at this time.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (8. 381) to declare
the purpose of the people of the United States as to the future
political status of the people of .the Philippine Islands and to
provide a more autonomous government for those islands.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, this is the bill that was pend-
ing yesterday evening upon adjournment. I could not consider
the parts of the President’s message relating to the public reve-
nues and keep within the ordinary parlinmentary limitations,
except for the rule that prevails within this body, which is dif-
ferent from that which confines the preacher to the text.

I am not desirous of making any prolonged address upon the
Philippine question. I have observed with deep gratification, in
the course of the discussion of the Philippine guestion, the de-
velopment of a single economic condition. That condition was
briefly referred to by the chairman of the Committee on the
Philippine Islands [Mr., Hircecock] and elaborated by the
Senator from Colorado [Mr. SmavrorH]. It showed, very com-
mendably, that economies had been made possible in the civil
administration of the affairs of that archipelago.

That is a very gratifying condition. It is tinged with regret,
however, that economy begins a third of the way around the
world, and, like foreign missions, it goes to the heathen of other
lands, to the neglect of the economic heathen here at home.

I have not, in the time that I have been permitted on this
floor hitherto, observed in this administration any visible
economy in the departmenis or in the administration of gov-
ernmental affairs. I have, however, observed the contrary. It
is well enough for the economies to begin in 'the Philippine
Islands. It is like the payment of taxes; we always are unani-
mously in favor of the other fellow’s paying them. If anybody’s
salary is to be reduced, I am heartily in favor of beginning on
the Filipino. The cost of living, so I am advised by gentlemen
who have sojourned in those parts, is not so high there as it
is in the United States where the climate is not so temperate,
Wardrobes are more expensive here, and the usual diet of the
Filipinos would make them fit subjects on which to practice
economy. I shall sincerely advoeate, after an appropriate inter-
val, the extension of the economies practiced in that country to
our own.

Taxation is an inseparable companion of public revenues.
The sourees of revenue are enduring subjeets of controversy. So
long as government exists, they will provoke earnest dispuies.
It is a permanent condition that makes the tariff the center of
constantly recurring struggles. No one experienced in actual
legislation believes the tariff ean be removed from politics until
the sources of revenue and the methods of taxation cease to pro-
voke differences of opinion.

Customs duties under Republican administration supplied ap-
proximately one-half of our total Treasury receipts, except
during the Civil War and the Spanish-American War, when
extraordinary demands were met by direct special taxes, Under
Democratic administrations from one-third to 40 per cent are
derived from customs, and the remainder are from direct taxes.

For many yeors the Democratic Party has declared for a tariff
solely for revenue. The Baltimore platform of 1912 followed
that principle. Those into whose hands fell the power of legisla-
tion framed a hybrid species known as a * competitive tariff.”

The ostensible purpose claimed is that when the duties “ are
high enough to allow the American manufacturer to make a
profit before his competitor can enter the field ” such duties must
be lowered to enable his foreign competitor to sell in our markets.
I?faﬁf:ab]y the American producer's profit is gingled out here for
attack.

It is said that—

The protection of any profit must of neecessity have a tendency to
destpoy competition and create monopoly, whether the profit protected
is reasenable or unreasonable,

1 quote from the House committee report in 1913.

It can fairly be inferred that one purpose of the 1913 tariff
was to destroy the producers’ profit. This is the only success
achieved. This absence of profit has not subtracted from the
cost of living by a penny. The protection of wage schedules is
ignored. The dominant motive is to create competition with
the employer who must pay'the wages.

Profit to the American employer and manufacturer is con-
demned and pursued by a competitive tariff to the vanishing point.
What profit the foreign manufacturer may gnin on his wage
scale when selling in our market does not coneern this adminis-
tration in raising revenue. What legitimate industries like iron
and steel, sugzar, or leather manufactures, agricultural imple-
ments, sewing machines, the great grain and live-stock interests,
or chemicals may be injured or destroyed by a competitive tariff-
create no anxiety. What pay rolls are scattered and wages
lost do not disturb :the gentlemen who follow this destructive
practice.

Everybody is asked to forget it when the war orders pour *the
cornucopia of plenty ” over the country, to borrow a signifieant
phrase used not long ago in this Chamber. Mere phrases can
not obliterate the memories of industrial depression temporarily
stayed by commerce in war supplies.

The cost of livingis not reduced by a competitive tariff. The
ability, however, ‘to ibuy staples by all who support them-
selves and dependent ones ‘by their earning capacity has been
impaired or destroyed by the futile effort to demonstrate a
theory. Employees who have felt the hardships of attempting
to shift ‘their occupations are not convinced by academic re-
ports of visionary gentlemen who tell them ‘their -employers
do not know how to run their business. The wage earner will
be skeptical about ‘instructing his employer 'by some one who
knows nothing about business. Tn Republican years his em-
ployer managed his business so as ‘to maintain pay rolls and
make a reasonable 'profit. In the absence of war orders we
can not now do either.

DEMOCRATIC PROMISES.

The tariff revision act of this administration was signed Oecto-
ber 3, 1913. On that occasion the chairman of the House Ways
and Means Committee said :

I am absolutely confident that this law will reduce the cost of living

in t?e United States and will provide ample revenue for the Govern-
men

Speaker Crank, of the House, in the autumn of 1913, in an
address in Maine said:

We believe our tariff bill will reduce the cost of living and at the
same time raise abundant revenue.

The report of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House
on the tariff bill in 1913 admitted that, aecording to expert
computations, it would probably fail to produce the amount of

customs revenue its predecessor did by $87,896,000. It said
further:
The saving thus made In revenue collections is only suggestive of

the 'immensely grester savings secured to the public by the probable
c!mnget iln prices resulting from the removal of the excessive rates of the
present law.

This difference was to be supplied by the income tax. It is
essential to remember that this report from the .House, which
alone is given constitutional power to originate money bills,
explicitly states that the only deficit apprehended was the differ-
ence in the customs collected under the revision and the enstoms
duties collected under the Republican act of 1909. It was pro-
posed to supply this deficiency by the income 'tax. No other
source of revenue was mentioned as necessary fTully to supply
the Government with adequate revenue.

The House minority report accompanying the majority re-
port reminded the Democratic administration 'that—

No new administration ever inherited such a full Treasury and such
abundant revenue. In view of the official Treasury statement, all must
admit the prosperouns condition of our governmental finances. The
people of the coun have been more ro?erons than ever before in
our history. 'I‘here no e:.cnse tur the radical change in our revenue
gystem proposed by this bill. proposing it is in ‘ﬁower not
by the grace of the majority of the American pecple but by a division in
the ranks of the majority on other guestions than that of protection,
The administration has the power to enact this legislation. The
accounting for the abuse of that power will come later.

The Senate Finance Committee, reporting on the floor of this
Chamber in July, 1913, took occasion to say:

Revenues for ‘the current fiscal year, and eapcdn.lly those from cus-
toms recelpts. though co f ‘transition from a polic gt
e

vering a perlod o
high protection to a policy of oompeﬂtlm tarift legislatlon. wil
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lf)t;glj,\;d equal to (be expenditures appropriated for the corresponding

It is stated further in this report that under this bill there
will be a surplus of receipts over expenditures. It was urged
that a competitive tariff must be substituted for a protective
tariff. Greatly inereased imports were predicted. Thelr com-
petitive effect in our markets, it was said, would reduce the
cost of living. That prediction has signally failed.

WHAT BECAME OF THE MONEY?

The responsible leader of the House majority declared a few
days ago, in substance, that the Democratic administration has
appropriated less money than the preceding Republican one.
It is asserted by his predecessor, now a Member of the Senate,
that the tariff act of 1913 produced more revenue than the
Payne-Aldrich law. :

If less money is appropriated, as elaimed by the House leader,
and more revenue is collected under the law of 1913 than under
its predecessor, then, with increased revenue and with lower
appropriations it is a pertinent inquiry what becomes of the
money, Mr. President. I should like to have this interesting
psychologieal financial exhibit explained in some way so that
it can be demonstrated where the resulting surplus revenues
have gone.

So far the only visible results of this happy state of affairs
is the President’s annual message asking for increased taxation
and a constant decrease in the general fund balance. In the
absence of military and naval increases for preparedness still
additional taxes would be needed to avert a deficit. Mr. Presi-
dent, the prodigal son was considerably more candid in his
explanation. When his balance met the fate of all spendthrifts
in private life he owned up and repentant returned to an
improved diet and sounder finances.

Statistics of several years have been assembled in this Cham-
ber and invidious comparisons made greatly to the comfort of
an embarrassed administration. TFigures, of course, will not
deceive, but the persons who handle them ecan produce some
astounding conclusions. No greater hallucinations ever seized
upon the human mind than when it is permitted to run at large
among a lot of statisties. It is fit that some of those conclusions
be examined in the light of the entire financial record affecting
the receipts and expenditures of the last two fiscal years.

COMPARISONS OF APPROPRIATIONS,

Let me premise the statement by saying that the election of
1910 sent 228 Democrats and 160 Republicans to the House, a
party majority of 68. The House possesses the exclusive power
to originate money bills. The legislation of the House began
in 1911 with the Sixty-second Congress and ended March 4, 1913,
With a Republican majority still remaining in the Senate and a
Republican President, some restraint was laid upon whatever
extravagant propensities appeared in the House.

The Sixty-second Congress aprmprlated. exclusive of
the Post Office, for the fiscal year beginning July 1,
1912, and endiug June 80, 1913 ___ . __________ $695, 693, 700, 00

ginning July 1, 1913, and end-

For the fiscal year be,
g Junes B0 A0 - e 768, 166, 710, 41

Total apprepriations by Sixty-second Con-
gress, exclusive of Post Office oo oo 1, 463, 860, 470, 47

The Sixty-second Congress appropriated for the
Panama Canal._._.. = = B3, 172, 343. 00

Leaving appropriations by Sixty-second Con-
a{;,rﬁss. exclusive of Panama Canal and Post
ce

1, 410, 085, 127. 47

The ordinary receipts for the fiscal years beginning :
July 1, 1912, and ending June 30, 1913, exclu-
sl‘;‘e of postal receipts, were. . __

July 1, 1913, and ending June 30, 1914, exclu-

724,111, 229. 84

sive of postal recelpts, were_______________ T34, 673, 166. 71
Total ordinary recei fiscal years 1913
and lBli--f o y 1, 458, T84, 396. 55

If the 'anama Canal appropriations for the fiscal

years endi;:g June 30, 1913, and June 30, 1914,

are deducted, there was appropriated by the Sixty-
second Congress, exclusive of Post Office.—~——_- 1, 410, G86, 127. 47
Leaving excess of receipts for fiscal years
ending Jure 30, 1913, and June 30, 1914,
over appropriations by Sixty-second Con-

zress, exclusive of Panama Canal and Post
48, 096, 269. 08

Office, of._
— =]
If the Panama Canal appropriations for the fiscal
sears ending June 30, 1913, and June 30, 1914,
be pald out of the ordinary receipts for these
vears, the appropriations of the Sixty-second Con-
gress, exclusive of Post Office and including Pan- =
ama Canal, were - —- 1,403, 860, 470. 47

And the total ordinary receipts for those years were. 1, 458, 784, 396. 55

Leaving an excess of inmprlntions by Sixty-
second Congress, exclusive of Post Office,

i
over ordinary receipts-of oo = 5, 076, 093. 92

The Sixty-third Congress was Democratic in House and Sen-
ate, with a Demoecratic Executive., It convened in extra session
April 7,1913, and remained in session practically until March 4,
1915, when it expired by law and not by its voluntary act.

It appropriated, exclusive of the Post Office, for—

The fiscal year beginning July 1, 1914, and ending

June 30, B oo | | e $802, 703, 471. 65
The fiscal year beginning July 1, 1915, and ending

P E T Dl £ ) E ) A e e S N R S A 801, 572, 345. 02

Total appropriations bgj Sixty-third Congress,

exclusive of Post Ofce. oo e 1, 604, 325, B16. 67

41, 921, 573. 30

Leaving appropriations by Bixty-third Con-

gress, exclusive of Panama Canal and Post
L1 IS S e S SR TS v S ————— 1, 6G2, 404, 243. 27
—_—

The ordinary receipts for the fiscal years—
Beginning July 1, 1914. and ending June 30,
1915, exclusive of 9pcost:st!. receipts, were____._
Deginning July 1, 1915, and ending June 30,
1916, exclusive of postal revenues unless ad-
ditional revenue receipts shall be procured by
new legislation, estimating the receipts of
1916 as the same as 1915

697, 910, 827, 58

097, 910, 827. 568

Making total ordinary receipts, fiscal years

of 1915 and 1998 ____ ______ . __ .

If the Panama Canal appropriations for the fiscal

years ending June 30, 1915, and June 30, 1916,

are deducted, there was appropFiated by the Sixty-

third Congress, exclusive of Post Office— .. ___ 1, 562, 404, 243. 27

Leaving excess of appropriations for fiscal

years ending June 20, 1915, and June 30,

llgﬁ. exclusive of I'anama Canal and Post
oe, © 3

1f the Panama Canal appropriations for the fiscal
years ending June 30, 1915, and June 30, 1916, be
paid out of ordinary receipts for those years, the
appropriations of the Bixty-third Congress, exclu-
ve of I’ost Office and including Panama Canal,

L P RN S DR T e e R RN SR
And total ordinary receipts, estimating the receipts
of 1916 under present revenue laws, the same as
g 1, 3945, 821, 655. 16

1, 395, 821, 655. 16

I_Gf". 582, 588, 11

1, 604, 325, 816. 75

1915, will for those Fears Do oo oo oo

Leaving an excess of appropriations by Sixty-
third Congress, exclusive of Iost e,

over ordinary receipts, ofc e ceceeeeee. 208, 504, 101, 59

I think it is proper here to notice a statement made not long
ago in this Chamber—a most remarkable assumption by the
junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UxpErwoon] to relieve this
administration from the financial plight in which it is placed
by its own legislation. "The first year of the tariff act of October
3, 1913, is eredited with producing $734,343,700. This fiscal year
began July 1, 1913, and ended June 30, 1914, "

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, it seemns to me that in such an
important diseussion as this, concerning Democratic policies,
there should be more than two Democrats present on the other
side of the Chamber. I suggest the absence of a gquorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MArTINE of New Jersey in
the chair). The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kexyox] suggests the
absence of a quorum. The Secretary will cali the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Ashurst Fall Lodge Simmons
Bankhead Fletcher MeCumber Smith, Ariz.
Beckham Gallinger Martin, Va. Smith, Ga.
Borah Gore Martine, N. J. Smith, Md.
Erandegee Gronna Myers . Smoot
ryan Harding Nelson Sterling
Catron Hughes Oliver Stone
Chamberlain James Page Sutherland
Chilton Johnson, Me. Phelan Swanson
Clapp Johnson, 8, Dak, Pittman Thomas
Clark, Wyo. Jones Poindexter Thompson
Colt Kenyon Shafroth Townsend
Cummins Lane Sheppard Underwood
rtis A Lee, M. Sherman Weeks
Dillingham wis Shields Works

Mr. ASHURST. I have been requested to announce that
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Pomerexg] is unavoeidably
absent from the Chamber.

Mr. STONE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.
REeep] is absent on important business. He is paired with the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Satrra]. I wish also to announce
that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Savrssury] is confined
at home by sickness. I will let this announcement stand for
the day.

Mr., TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that the senior Sen-
ator from Michigan [Mr. Sarrr], who is absent from the
city, is paired with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr,
Teep]. I desire this announcement to stand for the day.
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Mr. CHILTON: I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Gorr] is detanined from the Senate on account of illness. I
desire alse to announce that the senior Senator from Indiana
[Mr. SHrvery], the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kerx],
and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Saaru] are also un-
avoidably absent. The senior Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Suamvery] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. Bus-
LEIGH], the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kerx] is paired
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. SteErRriva], and the

Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Samrre] is paired with the |

Senator from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER].

Mr. FLETCHER. I desire to announce that the Cenator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Horrrs] and the Senator from Montana
[Mr. Warsua] are detained on official business. I wish also
to announce that the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Raxs-
pELL] is absent on account of illness.

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce that the Senator
from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] is paired with the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. Tmiaax], the Senator from Maine
[Mr. Burrerer] with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY],
the Senator from New York [Mr. WapswortH] with the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Horris], and the Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. Wagrrex] with the Senator from North Carolina
[Mr. OVERMAN],

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators have responded
to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from Illi-
nois will proceed.

DUTIES COLLECTED.

Mr. SHERMAN. Duties were collected from July 1, 1913, to
October 4, 1913, under the Republican rates of the act of 1909
in the sum of $88,617,096. If the rate of duties in the Demo-
cratic act of Oetober 3, 1913, had applied from July 1, 1913, to
October 4, 1913, customs of only $57,000,000 would have been
collected on the same volume of imports for this interval. This
is an excess revenue of $31,617,096. Duties on wool were con-
tinued from October 3, 1913, to December 1, 1913; on woolen
manufactures until January 1, 1914, and on sugar until March
1, 1914. The last three items produced before the dates named
an excess of revenue over that which would have been collected
from the same volume of imports if the October 3, 1813, rates,
or free list, had been applied, of $20,287,864.

The revenue-producing capacity of the act of October 3, 1913,
is measured by stripping it of the revenue it did not collect.
Fifty-one million nine hundred and four thousand nine hundred
and sixty dollars must be deducted from its revenue for the year
ending June 30, 1914. The actual revenue produeed by it is
$0682,768,206.71. The last year of the Payne-Aldrich Act, ending
June 30, 1913, collected $724,111,229. The new act collected $41,-
843,023 less than the preceding Republican act.

With this loss of revenues, the appropriations of the Sixty-
third Congress showed no reduction. If a normal increase be
allowed, still no excuse for the totals of that Congress can be
justified. The Sixty-third Congress was wholly Democratic.
Its total of appropriations, exclusive of the Post Office, were
$1,604,325,816.57. The Sixty-first Congress was wholly Republi-
can. Its total appropriations were $1,453,084,203.99. This is an
increase of $151,241,522.58 in four years.

The Sixty-second Congress was Democratiec in the House.
They held the absolute power to prevent any appropriations.
The Senate and the Executive were Republican. Its total appro-
priations, exclusive of the Post Office, were $1,463,860,470.47.
The Democratic Sixty-third Congress exceeded it $140,465,345.90.
The total appropriations of the Sixty-second Congress, Repub-
lican in the Senate and Executive, were $1,463,860,470.47, as
compared with the total appropriations of the wholly Repub—
lican Sixty-first Congress of $1,453,084,203.99. This is an in-
crease of only $10,776,176.48 in two years between the Sixty-
first and the Sixty-second Congress.

Let this be compared with the increase in appropriations of
$151,245,522.58 between the Sixty-first and the Sixty-third Con-
gress and the increase of $140,465,345.90 between the Sixty-
second and the Sixty-third Congress.

Here is the fit place to extract a plank from that weather-
beaten derelict known as the Baltimore Democratic platform of
1912, It is labeled—

* REPUBLICAN EXTRAVAGANCE™

We denounce the t}:mﬂlﬁe waste of money
by oppressive taxation ugh the lavish nppm tions of recent
Republican Congresses, which have kept taxes a.nd reduced the
purchasing power of the pe cgles toil that
simplicity and economy whi vernment md a
reduction in the number of useless oﬂkes, the sahrﬁ?; of which drain
the smbstance of the people.

This astonishing declaration tested by the cold, impartial
light of two years of recorded performance is worth even less
than the single-term curiosity that is reposing, forgottenm and

omthapmla

unused, in that document. It is a very pertinent inquiry, Where
has this one hundred and forty or one hundred and ﬂ:ﬂ:y million
dollar inerease gone in these appropriations?

I might parenthetically remark here, Mr. President, while it
is pertinent, that in the estimates of the Commissioner of Inter-
nal Revenue is found some very edifying material. The ordi-
nary internal-revenue receipts for 1916 are estimated at a little
short of $300,000,000; the estimated receipts from corporation
and individual income taxes are estimated at about $90,000,000.

I have been looking over the pay roll in the department, and
I find that it costs the salaries of nearly as many employees in
the corporation and' individual income-tax department to col-
lect $90,000,000 as it does in the ordinary internal-revenue re-
ceipts department to collect nearly $300,000,000. In the ordinary
internal-revenue receipts department the employees are 276 in
number; in the estimates of the money that will be provided
by an indulgent Congress for the employees required to collect
$90,000,000 of corporation and individual income-tax receipts
it will take 254 employees, within 22 of as many as are re-
quired to collect $300,000,000; and here is the first visible fruit
of that economy and simplicity so essential to a Democratie
government.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MarTise of New Jersey in
the chair). Does the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator
from North Carolina?

Mr. SHERMAN. I do for a question, but I do not want to
lose the floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois
yields for a question.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have not examined the record with a view
of ascertaining how many men are employed in connection with
the collection of the income tax. I think when the present
tariff law was passed we did make provision for an additional
force to collect the individual income tax which that act im- -
posed. My recollection is that the number of officials provided
for was less than a hundred in the office and field force. I am
not quite definite about that; but less than a hundred is my
recollection. Of course, there were already a number of officials
in the department who were employed in the collection of the
corporation tax. Their service began under the old administra-
tion, because the corporation tax was imposed before the begin-
ning of the present administration and before the passage of the
tariff act of 1913. I am not prepared to say further than that
about it, but my recollection is that it was 84, less than a hun-
dred, that we added to the income-tax force. I do not think

.t]:mt that is an excessive number.

Mr. SMOOT rose.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah has looked it up-
Does the Senator from Utah have the exact number?

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Utah? -

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I was looking at the law itself. The law ifsell
does not provide any number, but in the appropriation bill—

Mr. SIMMONS. There was an estimate submitted for the
general appropriation bill, and I think the appropriation was
about’ $200,000

Mr. SMOOT. I will state to the Senator that the appro-
priation bill provided perhaps for the number of which the
Senator speaks to take care of the first two months of the
work, but I will say to the Senator that since that time there
have been a great many employees added: to the number pro-
vided for originally by the appropriation bill.

Mr. SIMMONS. I would not say a great number, but I think
the appropriation bill' did make some addition. Those men also
had to look after collections under the emergency act after it
went into effect.

Mr. GALLINGER.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. But that was the estimate at that time.
Others were added, especially the passage of the emergency act.
As to the number employed in connection with the corpora-
tion tax, I do not know; I have no information about that, but
I presume the Senator has looked that up. What I wanted to
ask the Senator is this—Dbecause it bears upon the question of
whether the cost for the collection of this tax is excessive—

And outside of the civil service. °

.what is the percentage cost of collecting the income tax?

I ask the Senator that question because my impression is, as
a result of a conversation I had some time ago with the Com-
missioner of Internal Revenue, that this tax has been collected
at a relatively small percentage of cost to the Government. T
do not mean by that to say that it has been collected at the same
percentage of cost that our internal-revenue taxes are collected,
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and T think if the Senator will consider the difference In char-
acter between the two kinds of taxes he will see that it is not
reasonable to suppose that it could be collected at as low a cost
as fhese taxes, certainly not when we consider the many diffi-
culties we have had in getting taxpayers to make proper
assessments and returns, making it necessary and wise for the
department to put a large force of men in the field for the pur-
pose of checking up and correcting improper assessments and
seeing that incomes are properly listed. I think I recall read-
ing in a report of the Secretary of the Treasury a statement that
s0 many of the returns showed upon their face circumstances
of such suspicion that it was felt necessary to detail the full
available force to this work of examination and investigation;
and as a result the amount added to the assessments against
the individuls investigated, being only a small per cent of those
who have been set apart to be investigated, runs away up into
the millions of dollars. I think the statement was to the effect
that several hundred thousand such cases were yet to be in-
vestigated, but that the department did not have sufficient force
in order to make the investigation within reasonable time,

I am stating these facts to impress my thought upon the Sen-
ator’s mind that, of course, he could not properly compare the
cost of collecting this tax during the first year of the operation
of this new law with the cost of collecting the internal revenue,
which is an old system, well established.

One internal-revenue office in my State, in the town of
Winston-Salem—where there is but one deputy and two clerks,
all of whom together do not receive over $3,000 compensation—
collects something about $600,000 a month of internal revenue,
largely, almost entirely, in stamp taxes upon tobacco, the cost
being small. This is merely a random illustration. We collect
our internal revenue at a very small percentage, I think, some-
where about one and a half per cent; not over that. I am not
pretending to speak accurately, because I do not carry the figures
in my mind. Again I ask the Senator if he has any information
he can give the Senate showing the percentage cost of the col-
lection of the personal-income tax? i

Mr, SHERMAN. I think so. Mr. President, the inquiry is
certainly a proper one. The beginning of the collection of the
income and the present corporation tax found preceding it the
old corporation tax, imposed under a different act. There were
considerable data and some trained force in the Internal-Revenue
Department for the collection of the corporation tax. When the
change came this force was transferred in the department and
in the several internal-revenue districts of the United States to
the present line of service.

The first year under the act of 1913, the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1914, there was collected, as the Senator will remember,
a total of some $58,000,000—that was for a fractional year, it
ought fairly to be stated, and not for an entire year—of income
tax from both corporations and individuals. That was not for
a full year, as I stated; but a portion of the employees from
the old corporation-income tax were transferred to that service.
They were not novices in the business. Neither was the col-
lection of the corporation tax a novel source of revenue, nor was
it an unusual method of collecting revenue. We had had some
experience in collecting revenues from the different corporations
subject to tax throughout the country. Therefore, in the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1915, we had the first of the full years of
the internal-revenue receipts from corporation and individual
income taxes.

I think the Senator will find, by referring to the report of
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that it cost $1.64 per
thousand to collect for the last fiscal year as compared with
$1.52 for the preceding year. There has been, according to my
recollection, an increase in the cost. That is for the general
revenue receipts of the department of which the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue is the head. In other words, the cost is
increasing.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
further yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr, SIMMONS. I simply desire to ask the Senator please to
repeat that figure. Some one interrupted me, and I did not
catch it.

Mr. SHERMAN. I will do so. T stated that for this fiseal
vear the cost of collection was $1.64 per thounsand, as compared
with a cost for the preceding fiscal year of $1.52. I am quoting
now from memory. It is a matter which I had not intended to
take the time of the Senate to discuss. What it costs to collect
{he individual income tax and the corporation income tax when
segregated from the entire internal-revenue receipts I can not
now tell the Senator. The figures are readily accessible. I am
only referring to the corporation tax that was formerly levied,

for the purpose of showing that there was a trained force that
was transferred at that time to the present force, and numerous
additions have been made.

The total receipts by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
from fermented spirits, distilled liquors, tobaccos, and the like,
and from various other sources, such as oleomargarine, together
with the income from corporations and individual income-tax
receipts, have made up the total receipts. Then I separate the
pay roll necessary to collect these receipts. The pay roll in the
ordinary internal-revenue receipts of the department aggre-
gates 276 persons. The pay roll in the corporation and individ-
ual income-tax receipts aggregates 254 persons—22 more in the
department that collects nearly three hundred millions of reve-
nue, estimated receipts, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916;
only 22 more employees to collect this entire sum than are found
in the collection of the corporation and individual income-tax
receipts estimated at $90,000,000, with a total of 254 employees,
These are the figures as I have compiled them from accessible
reports and estimates up to this time,

It seems to me, Mr. President, that instead of costing more to
collect income tax and corporation tax, it ought to cost less.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illi-
nois further yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator does not understand me as
asserting that the forece that is now employed for the collection
of the corporation tax is inadequate. I think that force is
entirely adequate. I do not think that force has been increased,
however, under this administration. I think the only increase
has been with reference to the personal tax., Although we
have increased somewhat the corporation tax, I do not think
we have inereased at all the expense of collecting that tax. .

Does the Senator insist that after his segregation of the
force assigned to collect the personal income tax from that en-
gaged in collecting the corporation tax, the rate paid and the
force employed in collecting the income tax is excessive as com-
pared with that employed and the amount paid out by the Gov-
ernment in the collection of the corporation tax?

Mr, SHERMAN. No, sir. :

Mr. SIMMONS. Then does the Senator insist that the cost
of collecting the additional income taxes—that is to say, the
personal income taxes—provided for in the present tariff law is
greater per dollar collected than the cost of collecting the cor-
poration tax under the old law which originally imposed that
tax? Has the Senator investigated that matter?

Mr. SHERMAN. I do nof know, when you segregate the
individual income tax from the corporation tax and compare
the corporation tax for the last fiscal year with the preceding
year before the act of 1913, whether there is an excess of
charges or not. I have not the figures before me.

Mr. SIMMONS. The point I am trylng to get the Senator to
consider is this: I think the Senator is going far afield when he
undertakes to institute a comparison between the cost of col-
lecting the income tax and the cost of collecting the general
internal-revenue taxes on tobacco and on whisky in the main.
Using again the illustration that I made from my own State,
there is a tax of about $600,000—I do not remember the exact
amount—collected per month in a little office, where they have
three poorly paid men, the total cost being less than $5,000.
That is a mere illustration of the manner of collecting and the
small cost attached to the collection of a large part of our
internal-revenue taxation throughout the country.

In some districts there are immense whisky distilleries. The
tax is paid from one office. The stamps are sold, and they are
put on. It takes only a very few officers in order to perform
that duty. In the case of tobacco, the production of which is
rather concentrated at a few points, immense sums of money are
collected in one small office,

The Senator can not in fairness compare the cost of col-
lecting money under that service with the cost of collecting
money under the income-tax provision. It is wholly different.
Take my illustration again. In one office in my State that much
money is collected by three men in one month; and yet we do
not collect from the whole State of North Carolina a quarter of
a million dollars of income tax. Still, unless we had a con-
siderable force in that State traveling about looking after the
Government’s interests, we probably would not collect anything
like that amount.  The very process, the very nature of the
thing, requires more expense.

I say you can not compare the cost of collecting the income
tax, either corporate or personal, with the cost of collecting the
internal-revenue tax. The only proper comparison is the cost of
collecting the additional income tax provided in the new tariff
law with the cost of collecting the old corporation tax under
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the old law. 1If the Senator had those figures, they would throw
some light upon the matter.

So far as I am concerned, there are no partisan considera-
tious governing wy position in this matter. I have interrupted
the Senator, and 1 am saying this beeause I think, first, his com-
parison is unjust, and because the Secretary of the Treasury,
in his report that I now have before me, tries to impress upon
the Congress the necessity of an increase in the force in order
moie perfectly and efficiently to colléct the income tax. If the
Senntor will pardon me, I should like to read in this connection,
in justice to the department, what the Secretary says in recom-
mending that this foree should be increased rather than dimin-

ishedd,

Mr. SHERMAN.
it in the REcorb.

Alr. SIMMONS, After recommending the increase lie says:

1t is absolutely certain that the Government is losing, through inac-
curate returns and evasions of the law, a sum many times greater than
the cost of the necessary field force to investigate and check the returns
ani to bring to account those who are failing to make returns as re-
quired by law.

Let us consider the matter of checking the returns: The total number
of personal returns for income tax for the {iscal year ended June 30,
191%‘: was 857,615, 'The total number of corporation returns for the
same year was 338,800, Of these returns the 1grelirr:li.tmry' examination
in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Hevenue has shown that
5 per cent of the individual returns and 15 per cent of the corporation
returns reveal on their face that they require an investigation. Even
this small centage of the returns {s largely in excess of the number
the available field force now authorized will be able to examine.

For the fiscal year 1915 there was a total of 295,723 personal and
corporation income-tax returns to be examined, and with the present
force of 274 field officers, maklnﬁ examinations at the same average rate
as experience has shown that they are able to go, it will uire three
and a half t{:ﬂ.rs for this force to complete the examination of the
transcripts t will be sent to the agents for examination in the present
fiscal year. With the accumulations of succeeding years this force,
unless greatly enlarged, will be unable to keep up with the essential
:roﬂ]c that must be done if we are to effectively administer the income-
ax law.

Now, let me show the result of these examinations.

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has informed me that taking
the total number of agents’ reports of examinations of pergonal returns
for the months of June, July, August, and September, 1915, as a basis
for calculation, 63 per cent of the returns examined showed that an
additional average tax of $150.07 was duoe the Government on_ each
return. On this basis the 81,101 returns yet to be examined would pro-
duce $4,0667,327 additional tax.

Taking the total number of agents' reports of examinations of cor-

ation returns for the months of June, July, Auiust, and September,
915. ns a basis for calcalation, 63 per cent of the returns examined
showed that an additional average tax of $78.90 was due the Govern-
ment on each return. On this basis the 264,622 returns yet to be exam-
ined should produce $20,801,906.90.

So these men are confronted with a situation with reference
to the returns growing out of the disposition of people to escape
this tax which makes it necessary, if the Government is to be
protected in its revenues, that there should be a big force always
in the field.

AMr. SHERMAN.
raising revenue which is favored by this administration.
narily from 50 to 52 per cent would be raised by customs.

Mr. SIMMONS. Most of that, if the Senator will pardon me,
was with reference to a method employed by the other party
before we came in and which we simply adopted.

Mr. SHERMAN. That was for the corporation tax?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes.

AMr. SHERMAN. The method of collecting the income tax
under the act prior to 1913 is admitted by the course of argu-
ment and the figures cited by the Senator to be more expensive
than the ordinary internal-reverue collection. I can read from
the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a great
many details showing the difficulties of collecting the tax on
oleomargarine. 1t is as difficult to prevent moonshining as it is
to keep track of the different corporations and the different
individuals subject to tax.

The oleomargarine man thinks he has about as much right to
make n substitute for butter and color it without paying the
Fedvral tax as the man who raises corn down some convenient
ravine near a brook thinks he has a right to distill whisky out
of the grain that he raises. So that makes trouble, and it re-
quires expenditures to run down the offender. In all the large
centers of population where oleomargarine is manufactured you
will find inspector on iuspector and deputy piled upon deputy
attempting to collect this tax so that none shall escape. With
fermented and distilled liquor there is the same difficulty ; it is
diflicuit to compel everybody to pay the tax. The liquor-dealers
tax is not collected without a large force of traveling deputies.
I see no particular reason why the corporation-income tax or
the individual-income tax is more difficult of collection than the
ordinary liquor dealer’'s tax. Constant vigilance is required.

I have no objection. I should like to have

That illustrates the peculinr method of
Ordi-

LITT—G4

Every term of every Federal district court has constantly upon
its docket men charged with selling liguor without a license. In
the common parlance the boot-legzer cases occupy a considerable
spuee of every docket at every term of court in the various dis-
tricts of the United States. It is a difficult tax to collect. 1t is
equally as difficult as the individual income or the corporation
income tax. Upon the merits of the question there is no more
reason why more employees are required to collect an income
tax than there is a liquor dealer’s tax. The figures read from
the report and the argument made by the Senator prove nothing
except the inherent difficulty of collecting a tax which is a fa-
vorite source of révenue in the bill which he successfully
manuged on the floor of the Senate in 1913. I am reminded of
a quotation :

In law, what plea so tainted and corrupt

But being season’d with a gracious voice

Obscures the show of evil?

I always like to hear the Senator from North Carolina talk.
He is comprehensive in his generalizations but somewhat mis-
taken in detail; and mathematics, unlike politics, is an exact
science, Mr. President. I do not myself think there is any jus-
tification to be found in the pay rolls of the Commissioner of
Internal Revenue of 254 men in one department and 276 in
another. Even if it be admitted that it is only by inquisitorial
processes, only by the rack and thumbserew that you can get
money out of anybody who has an income in this country under
a Democratie tariff act and administration ; if that be admitted,
why this very great discrepancy in the amount of revenue col-
lected by ordinary receipts in the department of nearly $200,-
000,000, with only 2706 employees, compared with less than $00,-
000,000, with 254 employees? The matter is not satisfactorily
accounted for among the killed, wounded, and missing, to adopt
a phrase used by the commander after the casualties.

I now refer to the plank in the platform, Mr. President, from
which I was temporarily diverted, but to which I return with
considerable pleasure. This astonishing declaration tested by
the cold, impartial light of two years of recorded performance is
worth even less than the single-term curiosity that is reposing,
forgotten and unusued, in that document. It is a very perti-
nent inquiry, Where has this one hundred and forty or one
hundred and fifty million dollar increase gone in these appro-
priations?

It is pertinent to remark Lere that the letter of the Chief
Executive, dated the 5th day of February, 1913, on the single-
;erm question seems to dispose of another plank in that plat-
orm.

Now, with this increase in appropriations of between one
hundred and forty and one hundred and fifty million dollars,
what have we to show for it? Increased pay rolls, new offices,
additional expenditures, more items added to every bill that has
come in for more than two years. No unusual strength to the
Army and the Navy has found any place in these additional
appropriations.

In December, 1913, and since at regular intervals we have
had several Executive messages. In one of them we were ad-
monished by the Chief Magistrate not to be nervous or excited,
although war. was in progress across the sea, although we had
been talking about preparedness for some time, although, if
there were any yellow peril in the Orient, it existed long before
that time. The land laws of California had been a mooted
gquestion. The effect of the treaty on a statute of the State in
the holding of land had been raised long before. The article
written by the prime minister of Japan and inserted in the
Reconp, it is true, had not appeared; but many of the Japanese
statesmen had repeated their views of the land question in the
different States and especially in the Pacific Coast States. They
had said, and had said in many places, that they regarded the
denial to their citizens or subjects in this country of the right
to hold land as an infraction of the treaty, and if it were not
that it was something that concerned the Japanese in a world-
wide problem. All of that had happened long before this
message came in. Still we were admonished not to be nervous
or excited. .

Our neighbors may be killed in Mexico, they may be destroyed
by submarines in foreign waters, our peace merchandise by the
millions of dollars may be taken when sailing under a neutral
flag clearing from a neutral port with a neutral destination,
with not an article in the cargo contraband of war, conditionat
or absolute, peace merchandise in every sense—all that might
have happened, and still we are not to be nervous or excited.
We are to have that calm equipoise which belongs only to the
superior beings who walk unruffied under all emergencies.

Now comes preparedness, and in the wake of preparedness
always walks the taxgatherer taking his toll. I shall differ
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from my Democratic brethren on the sources of revenue or the
methods of collecting it. I shall not, perhaps, very materially
differ from many of them on the question of adequate prepara-
tion. But in all these appropriations, Mr. President, which have
been added there has been no great increase for that object. I
remember only a few years ago when the House, controlled by
the majority party, opposed the building of battleships, opposed
the increase of the Navy, opposed coast fortifications, opposed
even the lighthouses on the coast to safeguard the hardy mariner
from the perils of the sea. I can remember all that. Now,
suddenly the chief becomes nervous and execited, and preparation
on every hand is the note to be struck. :

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from California?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. WORKS. The Senator makes the statement that he will
probably not differ very materially from a good many other Sen-
ators on the question of preparedness, adequate preparedness.
I should like to ask the Senator what he regards as adeguate pre-
pareduness, confining his answer to the Army.

Mr. SHERMAN. An Army of 200,000 regular soldiers.

Mr. WORKS. Does the Senator think that 200,000 soldiers
would be adequate to defend the Pacific coast alone if we are
going to prepare for actual war?

Mr. SHERMAN, Not on a war basis. Two hundred thou-
sand, however, in time of peace, together with an adequate num-
ber of officers, would meet the requirements of a regular army.

Mr. WORKS. I am very glad to have the Senator’s idea
about what constitutes adequate preparedness.

‘Mr. SHERMAN. I may add, in order that I may not appear
to be presumptuous, that my opinion is second handed. It is
based upon gentlemen whom I regard as military experts. I
realize that I am not a military or a naval expert either, and
I shall take very largely the judgment of those who are. The
men whe in the event of defensive warfare would be required
to use this instrument at the risk of their lives, and who would
be required to prépare and execute a successful defense, and
whose life training is in that line, I would be disposed to trust
with preparation for such a erisis.

EFFORTS OF THE MINORITY,

Implied criticism, at least, was made not long ago of the
minority in the Senate and in the House because we have not
raised our voice in protest against these appropriations. When
we have done so it is only to be defeated by a party vote, if a
roll call were ever reached. The river and harbor bill was
not long ago under discussion in this body. I was temporarily
absent in 1914, engaged myself in a course of preparedness for
defensive warfare. I was not here at that time to engage in
that public duty. I thought it was more important to the peo-
ple of my State that I should continue to represent them than
even to respond to the duties of legislation.

T can remember that the river and harbor bill was defeated
by an alleged reprehensible practice, something that has been
under criticism since then. Many distinguished gentlemen who
can write essays of magnificence and power to be published in
various periodicals have told us what a reactionary body the
Senate is. Some of the Members have gone so far as to say
that the only thing that can rejuvenate this body and make it
a fit representative of a free people is cloture. King Caucus
will still stalk through the corridors of the Capitol, executive
influence will dispense patronage with its insidious wiles and
will continue to persuade gentlemen on the other side of the
Chamber as of old, but cloture must be applied in order that
the people may rule. What would have happened to the
river and harbor bill, that is by courtesy and sometimes affec-
tionately ealled a “pork-barrel™ bill, if cloture had been the
parliamentary rule of the Senate at that time? -

The river and harbor bill, Mr. President, was defeated. It
was inexcusable in its extravagant sums. It was defeated in
this Chamber by the determined opposition of the junior Sen-
ator from Towa [Mr. KExyoxn] with the then senior Senator from
Ohio, Mr. Burton. It was called in vulgar parlance a filibuster,
but it snceessfully filibustered more than $30,000,000 out of the
bill. You ought to rise on that side of the Chamber and call us
blessed, instead of indulging in eriticism, because we saved the
deficit from being greater than it is. The gentlemen who are
of my political affiliation on this side were doing picket duty, and
saved the Treasury to the degree of $30,000,000. - {

Only last winter there came from the Chief Executive advice
and from the majority party, acting in caucus, a bill. I know

it is disclaimed that there is any such thing as a caucus, Mr.
It has been criticized like the open forum in the

President.

Senate. Many gentlemen wrote against it. Few of them ever-
ran for office. It is a characteristic of some of the most promi-
nent crities in the country that their chief function is to criticize
people who do run for office and are sometimes successful in
being elected. They then become a shining mark for the erities.
The eritic had, or thought he had, his way. He destroyed the
caucus, and instead of the caucus we have now what is enlled
more euphoniously a conference. Down beneath the sturdy vest
of a conference beats the still sturdier heart of King Caucus, as
of old. There is not any change in it except by name, and a rose
by any other name would still possess the same flavor. It is the
result, not the name, after all.

So out of that caucus came a Government shipping bill.
Forty million dollars for the initial expenditures was con-
templated. It is a good deal when the Treasury is depleted. It
was presented and urged for passage in this body after passing
the House. It was supported by the administration and by the
caucus action of the majority. It was defeated in this body by
the minority Senators, joined by a few of the majority, who de-
clined to commit themselves or be committed by the administra-
tion to the unwise policy embodied in the measure. Over $100,-
000,000 additional appropriation would have been taken from the
Treasury if the minority side of the Chamber had not protested.

The President told us not very many months ago, when he was
out in Indianapolis, just a year ago the Sth day of this month,
on Jackson Day, that he was perfectly willing for us to talk as
long as we did not hurt anybody. When the minority talked
against the appropriations he criticized it and wishes a gag law
in the Senate. We talked last winter and talked successfully.

When the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Usprrwoop] implies
that we assisted by our votes in such attempted appropriations
he is in error. We accept the responsibility of defeating the
legislation referred to or helping defeat it. Let it be remem-
bered that when our voices were raised upon a roll eall it was
ineffective. The only way in which the shipping bill and the
river and harbor bill could be beaten was by the much-con-
demned employment of a filibuster. I am always frank enough
to say that it was a filibuster, intended as such, and for no rea-
ggnﬁunder the sun exeept to defeat the legislation by mere lapse

me. ;

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President—— .

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. SIMMONS. I have just come into the Chamber. I do
not think the Senator from Illinois means to say that the Sen-
ator from Alabama said that no Republiean voice was raised
against the appropriation in connection with the shipping bill.
The Senator does not mean, I say, that the Senator from Ala-
bama singled out that bill and said you did not protest against it.

Mr. SHERMAN. Obh, no; only you will find, by consulting the
Recorp, that it was suggested if we by our votes assistel in
enacting laws for the expenditure of money we were responsible,
The intimation seemed to be we had helped the administration
into its present troubles.

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not hear all the Senator from Alabama
said in his forceful and illuminating speech.

Mr. SHERMAN. I both heard it and read it. It invited
perusal and examination.

Mr. SIMMONS. I am sure he did not say that, because the
Senator will recall the fact that the shipping bill provided for
issuing Panama Canal bonds for the purpose of building or
purchasing ships under it.

Mr. SHERMAN. The substance of the impression was that
the minority was responsible and that we were estopped from
complaining about extravagant appropriations.

Mr. SIMMONS. I ecalled attention only to one specifie thing.
I do not remember the declaration of the Senator from Alabama.
Certainly the shipping bill could not have been included in the
meaning of anything he said on that subject, because the bill
did not appropriate money. It proposed to issue bonds.

The Senator, in claiming that the Republican Party is en-
titled to the eredit, as he put it a little while ago, of the defeat
of the river and harbor bill, is, I think, far afield from thé
facts. It is true, as the Senator says, that that measure was
filibustered to death by the activities, largely, of the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. Kexyox] and the then Senator from Ohio, Mr.
Burton, and a few others. Buf outside of a few Republican Sena~
tors and probably a few Democratic Senators, if we had come to a
vote upon that bill, my understanding is that it would have
received a majority of the votes of the Senators on the other
gide of the Chamber. I recall the fact that during the con-

 gideration of that measure, after the filibuster had econtinued

for some time, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PExNrosel;,
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recoznized as one of the leaders on the other side of the Cham-
ber, rose in his seat and expressed the earnest and sincere hope
that the effort to defeat the bill would not succeed, and he
pledged assistance from the other side of the Chamber in the
passage of the bill.

Of course, I can not tell, and no one ever can tell how many
Republicans would have supported that bill if we had taken the
vote, but from my knowledge of the Senators on the other side—
and I had something to do with that bill, I was on the Com-
mittee on Commerce which reported the bill, and anxious for
its passage, and was in constant conference with Senators on
both sides of the Chamber—it was my belief that a large ma-
jority of the Senators on the other side, probably as large a
majority of the Senators on the other side as on this side of
the Chamber—no, I will not say that, but a large majority of
Senators on the other side, in my judgment, were in favor of
that bill. The Republican Party, therefore, are not entitled
to the credit, if there is any credit due to anybody, for its defeaf.
I do not think there is any credit due to anybody for its defeat,
but if there is, certainly it is not due to the Republican Party,
but to a few members of that party who prevented it from
coming to a vote by filibustering.

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate, Mr. President, the bill in ques-
tion came out with a favorable committee report and it reached
in the Senate the parliamentary stage of legislation where
nothing but a roll call intervened between it and the Treasury.
At that point it hit the obstacles that finally led to its undoing,
and as I understand, if I am correct in my reading of the
Recorp, finally, at the end of a prolonged discussion, it was
agreed between the friends of the bill and those opposed to it
that something like thirty or thirty-three million dollars should
be cut off, and it went through finally for $20,000,000 instead
of the original amount of $53,000,000.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is right in saying that a com-
promise bill was passed; but the Senator has just referred to
the fact that there was a report upon the bill. Of course there
was, as there is a report on every appropriation biil that comes
to the Senate.

Mr. SHERMAN. Was it a favorable report?

Mr. SIMMONS. That is exactly what I was going to say.
There was a report from the Committee on Commerce upon that
bill, and I think, if the Senator will get the report and read it,
Lie will find that it was a nnanimously favorable report. That
cominittee was composed of Democrats and Republicans; T think
there was a Democratic majority of only two; among the
Republican Members were some of the leading Senators on that
side of the Chamber, That bill came out of the committee with-
out u dissenting vote, so far as I now recall.

Mr. SHERMAN. At any vate, it came out, and whatever may
have been the conditions when it was in the committee, it
emerged from the committee and got into trouble, which ulti-
mately lost the greater part of the appropriation. Tt is a mat-
ter of record that Senators on the minority side of the Chamber
successfully raised their voices, even if they were joined by those
on the majority side of the Chamber. It is a part of the credit
to which minority Senators are entitled for blocking that much
of the appropriation.

It is worthy of nofe here, Mr. President, that if a Senate clo-
ture rule had been in forece at that time there would have been
something over $30,000,000 additional in the river and harbor
bill, burdening the Treasury at this time, requiring either a
bond issue of $40,000,000 under the authority to issue Panama
Canal bonds, or there would have been that appropriation out
of the current receipts of the Treasury. I do not go on the idea
that because we issue bonds we thereby never have anything to
pay. The misfortune is when I have signed anything or issued
any obligation of mine, that pay day always arrives. I never in
my life had a check lost; I never signed a promissory note that
it did not turn up in some quarter of the globe demanding pay-
ment. If we issue bonds we only defer the day of payment, and
at some time the taxpayers, at some time the Treasury, is called
on to meet the bond when it matures. So it does not make any
difference whether it be a bond issue or whether it be paid out
of current receipts, it still calls upon the taxing resources of
the country to meet it.

I think, in view of these authenticated records, that instead
of the censorious shifting of responsibility it ought to be ac-
knowledged that a minority saved the country from further
financial ills you sought to inflict on it.

KATIONAL RECEII'TS.

No war disturbed the world in our fiscal year 1914. It was
for import and revenue purposes a peace year for us. When
war cnme in August it wns unexpected in every market and
exchinnge in this country. The German Army crossed the Bel-

gian frontier on the 3d day of August, 1914. Before that time
imports and exports had pursued the usual channels of peaceful
merchandise. Imports increased nearly $81,000,000 over the
preceding year of 1913. Democratic tariff rates, however, pro-
duced but $237,320,015. Tlie universal excuse for the present
condition of Government finances is the decrease of imports
and consequent loss of customs for the fiscal year of 1915. Ir
the entire receipts of the Government for the year 1915 be
assembled for purposes of comparison with 1914 it will shed
light on Democratic finances.

Customs receipts_________ 3201] 786, 672, 21
Internal revenue, ordinary &b
Corporation income tax. 3 53, 596. 77
Individual income tax 0%

Land sales 2, 167, 130. 47
Miscellaneous T0, 287, 372, 90

Total__- - 697, 910, 827. 58

The foregoing includes the total receipts of the Government
except that from postal savings bonds, bank-note redemption
fund, and postal revenues—being $033,540, $21,553.415, and
$287,248,165.27, respectively—and are not material in the an-
alysis of the revenue-producing quality of the 1913 tariff act.

The customs receipts of 1915 are the lowest since 1899. Our
total imports in 1899 were $697,148,489, as against imports in
1915 of $1,674,169,740. In 1889, 56.93 per cent of our lmports
were dutiable, as against 38.30 per cent in 1915. Customs re-
ceipts in 1899 were $206,128,482, With less than 42 per cent of
the imports of 1915 there was collected within $3,658.100 of cus-
toms in 1899 as in 1915 with nearly two and one-half timmes the
imports in 1915 as in 1899.

It is instructive to marshal the customs receipis alone of the
peace vear of 1914 with the internal revenue, corporation and
income tax, and other receipts of 1915, excluding the customs
receipts of the latter year. The customs receipts from July 1,
1913, to June 30, 1914, excluding $£55,000,000 derived from Ite-
publican rates in excess of that produced by Democratic rates
and $£3,800,000 surplus postal revenues, are $237,320,015: ordi-
nary internal revenue, 19015, $283,308,760.85 ; corporation income
tax, 1915, $39,155,596.77; individual income tax, 1915, $41,046,-
162.09 ; emergency revenue act, October 22, 1914, $52.069,126.29,
Total, $652,980,661. If the emergency revenue receipts be de-
ducted from the total of the last table, it would leave $600,920,-
534.71. This omits miscellaneous receipts, land sales, and items
of receipts not directly affected by tariff legislation. It is ap-
parent from the foregoing that if the revenue from customs re-
ceipts in the pence year of 1914 were added to the ordinary
internal-revenue receipts, corporation-income tax, and individ-
nal-income tax of 1915, it would still fall far short of encugh to
meet the expenses of the Government. This deficit was sought
to be filled by the emergency tax of October 22, 1914, It, too,
proved inadequate to stay the dwindling revenues. This demon-
strates conclusively that if the world were at peace Demveratic
finances would inevitably empty the Treasury. Coupled with the
foregoing decrease in revenues is the tremendous increase in
appropriations of the Sixty-third Congress over the last Congress
controlled by Itepublicans already alluded to.

The decrease in tariff rates is directly responsible for inade-
quate revenues, It is capable of proof. There was collected
from customs in 1915, $200,786,672.21. This, compared with the
customs receipts of 1914 of $292,320,015, shows a loss of customs

f $82,583,342, This is habitually charged to the reduced im-
ports resulting from the European war. The revenue-producing
power of the Democratic tariff act of 1913 is capable of proof to
demonstrate this fallacy.

The total dutiable imports of the war year of 1915 are
$640,643,065. It must be borne in mind that the remainder of
the £1,674,000,000 for this year passed through our custom-
lhouses duty free. The dutiable imports, therefore, raised the
whole of the $209,268,109 customs receipts. This is an average
ad valorem of 32.66 per cent. The dutiable imports of the peace
vear of 1914 were $766,422,958. If the average ad valorem
82.66 per cent rate of duty were applied to the total dutiable
imports of the peace year of 1914, it would produce in customs
duties $250,313,738.08. This would be the most favorable con-
dition under which these normal revenues would be produced.
making total ordinary receipts of 1915, excluding emergency
tax:

Customs receipts $250, 313, 738, 08
Ordinary internal revenue, 19135 UR3, 308, T
Corporation income tax, 1915 89, 1656,
Individual & tax 41, 046, 16:
Sales, public land 2, 167, 136.
Miscella 70, 287, 372,

'I.‘otal ordinary income, including what would
have been d’;_rhed from the duntiable imports
of 1914 on the 1915 rates of customs

G686, 368, 767. 16
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Government expenses in 1915 are:

Civil establishment $207, 169, 824. 05

War partment 172, 973. 091.73
Naval Establishment 161, 835, 653. 88
Indian Service___ 21, 130, 350. 7
Pensions _______ T, 941,
Interest, public debt 22,902, 897. 04
Panama nal disbur t 29, 187, 042, 223
Bank-note redemptions 17, 205, 958. 00
Miscellaneous retfempt!onu 47, 533.
Making a total disbursement, exclusive of

Post OI!ice Department T77, 840, 292, 88
Leaving an excess of disbursements over receipts of . 91 i'i’l 525. 1T
The estimates of the revenues of 1915 omit the emergency tax
of October 22, 1014, Receipts under this act were, in 1915,
g;; &?9 126.29 ; which, deducted, still leaves a deficit of $39,420,
The foregoing tables show that the tariff act of 1913 would not
under peaceable conditions, even supported by the emergency
revenue act, have supplied enough funds to meet the appropria-
tions of the Democratic Congress. The responsible authors of
the Democratic tariff revision avowed that its rates were de-
liberately framed to decrease customs receipts. The increased
imports of 1914 were a natural result of this act. It is now
sought to evade its natural consequences. A comparison of the
free imports for periods covering Republicnn rates and Demo-
cratie rates is instructive,

Per cent.
Year ending June 30 1911 imports free of dutyco iy o0, 87
Year ending June 8 import.s o dutyaa o 50,04
Year ending June so 1915 imports tree I RS e T
Month of July, 1915, imports free of duty 62.53
Month of Augus 1915. ?orts free of duty _____________ - 63.14
Month of r, 1915, mports tree ofduty oo oL 64092
Month of ober. 1018, 1mports free of duty— -~ AL
Average ad valorem dut es. 1911 41.22
Average ad valorem dutles, 1914 37. 60
Average ad valorem duties, 1915 32. 60

T:te avernga ad_valorem rate on free and dutiable imports for the
year ending June 30, 19135, was_ . 50

This average rate applied to the $270,000,000 estimated cus-
toms receipts in 1914 by the House and Senate committees re-
porting this measure would have required imports of $2,160,-
000,000 in 1915. To produce the revenues derived from the cus-
toms receipts of 1914 it would have required an increase of im-
ports to $2,338,560,000. To have produced these revenues would
have created such a flood of imports under normal conditions as
would have invaded this market in time of peace, and would
have produced the normal results we began to feel before the
outbreak of the war.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. SHERMAN. I do.

Mr, SIMMONS. What did the Senator say was the increase
in the imports during the fiscal year 19157

Mr, SHERMAN. The increase in imports that year, which I
have used here, was reached by taking the estimated revenues
from the customs of $270,000,000, and, with that as the basis,
taking the average ad valorem rate on duitable goods.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has misunderstood me. I asked
him what he had stated was the increase in the imports from
June, 1913, to cne, 19147

Mr. SHERMAN. It was $81,000,000.

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator says that in order for us to get
anything like an adeguate revenue from the customs taxes
it would reguire an importation of goods to the amount of
$2,100,000,000. I want to ask the Senator how he reconciles that
statement with the fact that in the fiscal year from June 30, 19183,
to June 30, 1914, there was only an inecrease of about $81,000,000
in imports into this eountry in the face of the fact that customs
duties collected from those imports in that year were $202-
000,000, compared with $318,000,000 collected in the previous

year,
Mr. SHERMAN. The figures just quoted are for the year end- |

ing June 30, 1914.

Mr, SIMMONS. Yes; I understand they are for the year 1914.
With an increase in importations in that year of only $81,000,000
we collected in customs duties $292,000,000, as compared with
$318,000,000 collected in the preceding year, when the Payne-
Aldrich tariff law was in force,

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I can explain that.

Mr. SIMMONS. A difference of just about $28,000,000; that
is, with an importation of enly $81,000,000 in excess of the
previous year we collected within $28,000,000 of the amount of
customs revenue collected in that year.

Mr. SHERMAN, First, Mr. President, the $292,000,000 of cus-
toms duties in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, were not col-
lected under the act of 1913, The duties eollected under that act
fall $55,000,000 short of that amount. The Senator is assuming

| 1913, were collected from sugar alone.
| spurious virtue assumed as being incident to the act of 1913. It

the credit for revenue not collected under the law: he is bor-
rowing the fruits of previous Republican leglalatlon. It is an
mumptlon on the floor here that for the fiscal year ending June

30, 1914, the tariff act of 1913 produced $292,000,000 of revenue,

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, if the Senator makes that
point, then we will start at October, 1913, when the present
law became effective. From October, 1918, to August 1, 1914,
when the war began, we collected under the present tariff law
$306,000,000, whereas the revemues from October 1, 1912, to
August 1, 1918, were $295,000,000. So that during that perlod
of about 10 months before the war began there was collected
under the present law, when it was in full operation, except as
to the taxes on wool, over $10,000,000 more than was eollected
during the preceding year. That statement includes the amount
eollected under all the provisions of the law, not only from cus-
toms duties but under the corporation. and individual income-
tax provisions.

. SHERMAN. Does the Senator quote the customs duties
alone in the figures he gives?

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not in the last statement, but I did in
the first statement.

Mr. SHERMAN. In the latter statement the Senator does
not include customs duties alone?

Mr. SIMMONS. Not the customs duties alone, but the cus-
toms duties with the amount from the income-tax provisions.

Mr. SHERMAN,. The figures for the corporation tax and the
individual income tax were included, then, in the last statement?

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. That does not apply so strongly in
answer to the argument of the Senator as the results from the
operation of the tariff provisions alone of the bill.

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand.

Mr. SIMMONS, The customs receipts under the present law
during the first year of its operation amounted to within
$28,000,000 of the receipts from customs duties during the pre<
ceding year, when the Payne-Aldrich bill was in force, while the
imports increased only $81,000,000 over the previous year.

If the conditions shall ever be as they were before the war,
does not the Senator believe, from that showing, that with a
reasonable increase in imports—and we contemplated and in-
tended that there should be an increase in imports—the present
law will yield enough revenue to respond to the needs of the
Government in normal times without any resort to other means
of revenue?

Mr. SHERMAN. On the figures the Senator has cited he
would have to have at least twice the amount of imports in
order to collect the required amount of customs duties, because
the average rate is so very greatly reduced that it could only
be compensated for by a very large increase in the volume of
imports.

Mr, SIMMONS. But the Senator said that we had an increase

| of £81,000,000 in imports, and yet there was only a falling off of

$28,000,000 in the receipts from customs duties.

Mr. SHERMAN. I had not completed the reply. First, Mr.
President, the Senator himself voted for the act in 1913, and
was entirely consistent in doing so, with the reasons he pre-
sented both as chairman of the committee and otherwise. The
revenues, according to the figures quoted by the Senator from
the report of the Department of Commerce, can be readily
accounted for. The duty on sugar for the last four or five
years has yielded about $52,000,000 a year, except last year,
when it yielded $49,282,118; that is, for the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1915.

During the months the receipts for which were read by the
Senator there was an average of $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 every
month derived from the duty on sugar. The Senator does not
believe in making sugar dutiable. He thinks the uitimate con-
sumer’s interests demands that sugar be free listed. The high
cost of living was to be thereby reduced. *

Since it goes into every home, everybody is interested in having
removed the tariff, which is a tax, according to the economic
school in which the Senator believes. For the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1915, therefore, Mr. President, more than $49,000,000,
even under the reduced duties on sugar provided in the act of
That, too, is another

is borrowed strength ; it is a source of revenue that is deliberately,

| filched from Republican legislation. If the Senator would de-
| duet the sugar duties from the receipts he has cited, he would

find no such pleasing assurance as he derives from the fizures

| which he has quoted.

The actual imports in 1914 were $1,804,000,000. If imports had
increased so as to produce the estimated receipts or the actual
receipts in the peace year applied to 1915, our imports would
have increased between 000,000 and $500,000,000. This im=
mense flood of merchandise which would have entered our mar«
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kets is what was averted by the war eonditions that prevailed in
the prineipal preducing and distributing centers of Europe. The
industrial depression that existed when the belligerent nations
entered our markets for munitions of war was a forerunner of
the natural results of the Democratic tarift revision of 1913.
The estimates I have given indicate the menace of a 70 per cent
free-trade act when peace is concluded.

At some time a treaty of peace will be signed; victor and
vanquished will appear; all human events end. Ther> never
has been a war waged on earth that at some time did not con-
clude; and when the present war shall cease, Mr. President,
there will be a necessity for economic preparedness here to
defend from peril the great manufacturing centers, the great
grain-producing areas of the Northwest, and the great live-
stock interests of this country, a preparedness second only to
that for military and naval defense.

A GROWIXNG DEFICIT.

The eompetitive tariff for which such a glowing future was
predicted in 1913 will resume its operations when the war is
over. A Treasury deficit is the least of the sins charged to this
measnure. I do not believe in times of peace, with from 60 to 70
per cent imports free listed, as they are, it would produce
enough eustows revenues under existing laws to egual the
expenditures of this administration unless supplemented by
additional direct taxation.

On July 1, 1914, the world was at peace. Our imports had
not been affected by war. It is indisputable, however. that
Government revenues had already diminished. Onr expendi-
tures had Inereased steadily under the appropriations of a
Democratic Congress. The natural tendency of decreased re-
eeipts and increased appropriations was becoming manifest.
The general balance in the Treasury June 30, 1913. according to
the same reports from which the Senator from North Carolina
guotes, was $166,000,000. By June 30, 1915—Ilast summer only—
it had fallen to $104,000,000. That, too, in the face of a state-
ment in the House that appropriations have been less than for
preceding years, and the statement in this Senate that our
receipts have been greater during that time.

In the face of that, the general balance in the Treasury shows
a shrinkage of more than $62,000,000. This decrease in the
Treasury resources was in spite of the emergency tax of Octo-
ber 22, 1914, intended to supply the additional revenue required.
That act produced up to the 30th day of last June £52.000,000,
and in the four months since that time about $27,000,000. In
the nggregate the actual annual receipts from the emergency
tax are about $80,000,000.

Those two sources of revenue—the emergeney tax of October,
1914, and the corporation and individual income tax of the aet
of 1913—make sbout $132,000,000 of inereased revenue; and
still, with this inereased revenue, the shrinkage in ecustoms
duties has been such as to create a shrinkaze in the general
balance of the Treasury, such as te show ecach month, as the
summary comes out from the Department of Commeree, an ex-
cess of expenditures over receipts, exeept a few months—some
two or three, I think—since the 4th day of March, 1913,

Miscellaneous receipts in 1915 were $70,000,000. It runs gen-
erally from $40,000,000 to $50,000,000, $58,000,000, and $60,000,-
000—rarely over $60,000,000. We can not flatter ourselves that
miscellnneous receipts will be $70,000,000 unless we sell two
more battleships, as we did, the proceeds going into the Treas-
ury in 1915. ¥

NEED OF MORE REVENUE.

Supplemental revenue is still indispensable to the continued
solvency of the Treasury. The Republicans believe in increas-
ing receipts from customs by increasing the duties. If that
were done, with a readjustment of the income tax, as suggested,
by increasing the supertax instead of lowering the exemption
to reach the living line, enough revenue would be produced to
meet necessary expenses and appropriations for proper military
and naval forces sufficient for defensive purposes.

The President in his message estimates that $93,800,000 addi-
tional revenue will be required to earry out our military and
naval preparations, and he and the department recommend that
such additional revenues be produced by new legislation. Bonds
are condernned. He sums up the situation in the conclusion
that all told about $112,000,000 of new revenue will be required
annually, provided all existing sources of revenue now in force
shall be retained. That would retain the present duty on sugar
of $1. It would retain the emergency revenue tax of something
like $79,000,000 or $80,000,000 a year. It would retain every
source of revenue that exists at this time,

I favor the duty on sugar. I would vote readily to increase
it to $1.35, or even higher, for two reasons: First, I believe the
cane-sugar growers are entitled to it. They have had it from
time immemorial. I believe the beet-sugar producers are en-

titled to, it. Because of that, if it be made a source of additional
revenue, no objection will be heard from those on this side of
the Chamber, very likely. I can speak only for myself, however,
on that point.

It is to procure this additional revenue that taxes on gasoline,
automobiles, bank checks, iron, and steel, and the like, are
proposed.

Iron and steel and bank checks and automobiles by the horse-
power—to be paid by the manufacturer, it is true—are all to
be incloded in the list. The manufacturer will pass it along
until the purchaser finally will pay- it. That is the usual course
of business. In the emergency act of October, 1914, a tax of 1
cent was imposed on telegraph messages, on telephone messages
above 15 cents, on bills of lading, and the like. Who paysit? The
earrier does not. The telegraph and telephone company does
not. It is paid by the user of the facility for the communization
of intelligence or for the transportation of merchandise. It Is
passed on to the general publie.

If necessities are to be taxed, if iren and steel are to be taxed,
if everything from a coal hod to a locomotive is to be taxed, I
wish the President would get his horizon high enough to sug-
gest a tax of about 50 cents a bale on cotten. That weuld pro-
duce seven or eight million dollars. The annunal crop is about
14,000,000 bales. Of course, that would be passed on to the
ultimate consumer, too, like everything else, but it is no worse
in the one case than it is in the other.

The evident purpose, though, in all this taxation, is to levy
a greater part of the burden upon a certain part of the country.
I should like te have the populous States understand—populous
in point of people and great in resources of banking, manufac-
turing. and transportation lines, agriculture and live stoek—
that those States are now paying three-fourths of the burden of
supporting the Gevernment; and the method proposed in the
President's message inereases this injustice.

If the tariff be regarded as a tax, as some gentlemen argue,
it ought to have diminished the cost of living when a T0 per
cent free-trade list became operative. No greater delusion ever
seized upon the human mind. It is refuted by the figures of
a hundred years. I% is refuted by the figures of the last four
yvears, especially since 1913. When sugar was reduced there
was no material change in the price. There was a temporary
reduction for two months of the summer of 1914, and after
that a rise that has continued up to the present time. Nobody,
outside of the seolidly Democratic States and the authors of
books gone mad with exeessive and undigested learning, ever
believed in the soundness of such a theory applied in the actual
affairs of government.

NEW PROPOSITIONS.

In addition to this $112,000,000 of new revenue, other appro-
priations are threatened. We learn from the head of the ad-
ministration here that another shipping bill is to be urged upon
the Sixty-fourth Congress at this and subsequent sessions. The
Government, it is insisted, must undertake this task, with the
consequent finaneial risk; and after it is well on its feet as a
going concern the Government is to retire and turn it over to
private enterprise.

For my part, while I come from a western country where
there is not much sentiment for subsidies, you may call it what
you will, but I would rather at any time vote for liberal eon-
tracts for earrying the mails overseas in American registered,
sailed, and operated ships, in order to recreate merchant ship-
ping, than embark upon the scheme of Government ownership
and operation. The continually recurring reports that our ex-
penditures exceed our receipts are ominous.

There is a treaty pending before this body that sometime we
may be asked to ratify. It proposes to pay Colombia $25,000,000
to repair her lost chance to loot the United States and delay the
construction of the canal. Another treaty contemplates spending
$3,000,000 on a Nicaragua canal route that will have more navi-
gation and fewer slides than the one we have. I have noted
the somewhat aggressive and determined spirit among the
friends of river and harbor appropriations in this Congress. The
sum to be appropriated is uneertain, but I am sure considerable
vigilanee will be required to keep it within proper bounds. The
Government will be called upon to provide for the development of
good roads throughout the country. Bills have made their ap-
pearance appropriating different sums for that purpose. We
have undertaken to build a rallroad in Alaska. The initial ap-
propriation is a constantly recurring charge on the Treasury
until the road shall have been completed or the appropriation
exhausted.

The Navy Department is asking for additional sums men- -

tioned in the President’s annnal message, as well as the War De-
partment. These estimates are the basis of appropriations.
It is especially significant now, when our revenues are con-
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stantly decereasing, that such lur:,fe sums are under considera-
tion. It indicates that the utmost economy is required ; that the
economy plank of the platform of 1912, adopted at Baltimore,
must not be an idle declaration, but it must be made effective if
we are to have money enough to meet the charges necessary for
military and naval preparation.

Direct taxes are resorted to. That is necessary where customs
duties are abandoned as the prinecipal source of revenue.

THE IPANAMA CAXNAL.

It ought not to be forgotten in this financinl discussion that
the Panama Canal was built under the revenues amd finanecial
legislation of preceding years and not that of 1913. A com-
paratively small bond issue was made under legislation that
authorized a total of $375,000,000. The greater part of the
canal expense was defrayed from current revenues produced
under a protective tariff. Customs duties constituted, under
that legislation, one-half of our total receipts. At the close of
the year ending June 30, 1916, after all the appropriations for
the canal shall have been paid, this Government will have ex-
pended more than $402,000,000 in its construction. Of this
total cost $66,000,000 has been expended under appropriations
since this administration came into power, paid out of the cur-
rent receipts of the Treasury. If $66,000,000 be deducted for
the years 1914, 1915, and 1916, there remains a total of $336,-
000,000 paid during during previous vears.

The total proceeds of bonds sold was $138,000,000. Nearly
$200,000,000 remains as the sum paid out of the Treasury,
supplied by the fiscal legislation of the party in power before
March 4, 1913. Nearly $200,000,000 paid out of current receipts
for the construction of the canal is the record of the revenue-
producing qualities of the laws that preceded the tariff revision
of 1013. If the proportional part of this nearly $200,000,000
burden during this administration had fallen upon its dwindling
resources, it would have made a much more striking exhibit of
its financial failure.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois
vield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SIMMONS. It just occurred to me fo ask the Senator,
if the facts are as he states them, why it was necessary for his
party to issue any of these bonds for the purpose of paying
for the construction of the Panama Canal. I believe that the
only bonds that have ever been issued under that act have been
issued by the Republican Party during the administrations of
President Roosevelt and President Taft; and I believe the total
amount of those bonds issued during these Republican admin-
istrations was $138,000,000.

If the ordinary revenues under those administrations and
during the years when these bonds were issued were sufficient
and more than sufficient to meet the current expenses of the
Government, and left the big surpluses in the Treasury which
the Senator is talking about, why did they issue those bonds, a
part of them during Taft's administration and a part of them
during Roosevelt's administration?

Mr. SHERMAN. I have just stated, as the Senator will recall,
if he has been following the course of the figures, that nearly
$200,000,000 have already been paid out of current receipts in
previous years—that is, prior to 1914, 1915, and 1916—nearly

200,000,000 during the revenue-producing period of the fiscal
legislation of Republican administrations. One hundred and
thirty-eight million dollars have been derived from bond issues.
If the nearly $200,000,000 of current receipts paid out on this
account had been added to the $138,000,000, it would have been
burdening—to use the language of some of our Democratic
friends—the present generation to pay the entire cost of this
great improvement. The present generation paid $200,000,000.
If $200,000,000, or the proportional part of it, had been paid
out of the receipts of this administration, there would have
been a gathering of the clans that has not been equaled since
the 4th of March, 1913, because there would be not only a deficit
but a public indebtedness, or the construction work on the canal
would have stopped. The $138,000,000 of bonds was issued that
future generations of taxpayers might pay their just share.

Mr. SIMMONS. But I will ask the Senator if that was the
reason why they issued only $138,000,000 of bonds? Why did
they not, by the same token, issue bonds for the Panama ex-
penditures during these administrations?

AMr. SHERMAN. Why, if you had done that, does not the
Senator know

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I want to ask the Senator if he does
not know the fact that when these bonds were issued there was
a shortage in the current funds to pay current expenditures?

Does the Senator mean to tell the Senate and the country
seriously that the $138,000,000 of bonds which his party issued

for the construction of the Panama Canal was deliberately is-
sued for the soie and exclusive purpose of passing that burden
on to future generations and not because of the condition of
the Treasury?

Mr, SHERMAN. No; that was not the sole purpose.

Mr. SIMMONS. And that after his party had followed that
course for some little time it suddenly ehanged its mind and
concluded that it would no longer put this burden upon future
generations, but would pay it out of the current revenues of the
Government ? k

AMr. SHERMAN, That was not the sole reason, Mr. President.

Mr., SIMMONS, The Senator says that his party, in addi-
tion to the amount derived from these bonds, paid $223,000,000
toward the construction of the canal. That was not a very
large sum per annum, if we consider the number of years that
that great work was under construction during the administra-
tions of his party. The Democrats have been in power about
three yvears, and we have paid every dollar of that expense—I
do not remember the exact figures now, but something like $30,-
000,000 per annmum—out of the current revenues. Up to this
time we have not issued a single bond for that purpose.

The question which I want to get the Senator to answer is this:
Does he mean to tell the country that these $138,000,000 of bonds
were issued by his party, not becanse of a defieit in the Treasury.
not bhecause of the condition of the finances of the Government,
but for the purpose of passing this burden on to future genera-
tions? That is what I understood him to say.

Mr. SHERMAN. That was not the sole motive.

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought it was an inadvertent statement
when 1 heard the Senator make it.

Mr. SHERMAN. The statement was not inadvertent but was
unfinished when the Senator asked his question. The Repub-
lican Party is a party of long experience and great foresight,
Mr. President. It was not born yesterday ; and, notwithstanding
the mutations of fortune, it will survive, in my judgment, for
many years. Pursuant to that foresight it not only had the
motive of passing on a portion of this indebtedness to future
generations that would receive the benefits of the canal when in
operation, but it had another motive.

By the way, not $138,000,000 of bonds were Issued, but $134.-
000,000, in round figures. The balance was the premium col-
lected on the bond issue, paid by the investor. It is noticeable
that it is very seldom that a premium is paid on publie securities
at so low a rate of interest, and it is an additional evidence of
the soundness of the finances of preceding administrations that
that premium could be collected on the sale of these securities.

But there is an additional reason, based upon the foresight
of the party then in power. It does not lie in the attitude taken
by the chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance to com-
plain of a $134,000,000 bond issue for the purposé named. He
is the last person in the world authorized to complain of ift.
There were $166,000,000 left in the general balance of the Treas-
ury on the 30th day of June, 1913. That was a surplus brought
over from preceding Republican administrations. I ask my
distinguished friend from North Carolina, if it had not been for
that surplus afforded by a Republican administration where
would the Senator and his party be except in the deep morasses
of financial imbecility and failure? You ought to thank your
good fortune that a party preceded you that had some financial
economy and sense instead of posing here in a spirit of cen-
sorious criticism because we left you a surplus to squander.

TNJUST TAX EURDEXNS,

The responsibility for the unjust distribution of the revenues
now collected so as to place their burdens disproportionately
upon certain sections of the country, if continued or inereased,
ought to be fixed and known. I have preparcd certain tubles,
Mr. President, that I will insert here without reading. I ask to
have them printed in the Recorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
may be taken.

The matter referred fo is as follows:

Corporation and individual h}comc taz collected for flscal year ending

Without objection, that course

une 30, 1915,

Californls —ccceee——— $2, 860, 761 | Alabama_ . ___ $201, T60
Connecticut - cccceee 1 288,695 | Arlzona______________ 126, 5569
1linols - ——__ 127, 326

_______ 33, 229, 509

Massachuset 440, 60O
Michigan 526, 177
Minnesota —___ 108, 180
New Jersey > 381, 0T
New York.———— , 638, South Carolina ———___ 161, 40
Ohlo - __ 027,450 | Texas - _._____ ' ___- 1, 048, 277
Pennsylvania 9, 367, 696 | Ten @ 410, 209

hode Island_.. 711,111 | Oklahoma -~ ————o—— 404, 888

Wlsconsln---------_- 375. 3521 Yirginia ooy | 827,988

iy o ) A T 65, 308, 684 Total ot 4, 855, 902
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Mr. SHERMAN. These tables show that the attempt by a |

graduated income tax to east the burden on the general wealth
of the country has failed. It was stated here upon several
ocensions In 1913, and has been repeated at this session of the
Sixty-fourth Congress, that the purpeose in reducing custems
revenues was to throw the burden of taxation upon the wealth
of the country that was eseaping a just proportion of taxation
under former revenue measures. In this particular form it has
classified property and levies the tax uponr certain classes of
property and exempts others.

It may be said of the newer States that wealth is mere
evenly distributed among many hands, resulting in fewer large
holdings. A large proportion ef the property of some of the
States showing a large total wealth is farms, their equipment,
and live stock. Incomes from such property in a large number
of holdings fall below the $3,000 and $4,000 exemptions. In the
older-settled States, sueh as Leuisiana, the Middle West, and
some of the North Atlantic States property has assumed differ-
ent forms. Mueh of it is in eorperations engaged in various
undertakings, industrial and otherwise. It makes no difference
how widely scattered their shares are, the corporation itself is
subject to tax. To. that degree it diminishes the earnings
finally distributed to the shareholders, witheut regard to the
size of the holdings.

The whole theory on which an income tax is framed is that

the large incomes are able to pay, while those that run near the

living line are not. The exemptions have excluded from the
operations of the tax a great body of farmers of the country,
wage earners, skilled labor of all kinds, and the employees in
offices. mills, transportation eempanies, and elsewhere whose
salaries fall within the exemption. They constitute the great
body of active men and women throughout the country who are
engnged in the necessary service incident to gainful occupa-
tions.

The exemption of this large multitude is not made on the
principle of equality of taxation. It is based entirely upon the
ability of the persons with inecomes above $3,000 and $£.000 to
pay. This is further emphasized by the supertax on incomes,
exceeding $20,000. This creates yet a third classification, on the
fdea that after this larger income has been reached that more
can be exacted by the Government without impairing the sup-
port of the taxpayer or those dependent on hinm

The proposal to inerense the rates of taxation. on individual
and corporation incomes is made by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury. The exemptions of $3,000 for single and $4,000 for married
persons, it is suggested, could be reduced to $2,000 and $3;000,
respectively, without hardship. The supertax, it is further inti-
mated, could begin at $10,000 or $15,000 instead of $20.000 as
provided by the present law. y

I am opposed to lowering the exemption below the $3,000 and
$4,000 Himit. T believe it would impose burdens om a large
multitude engaged in varioms forms of active service. If the
question of equality of taxation were the controlling motive of
this form of tax the exemption conld be removed entirely. But
the ability to pay and not the possession of the income is the
wmotive of the law. Many employees engaged in many lines of
service would be taxed on a $2,000 or $3,000 limit. This propo-
sition reaches the bread line or the income required for living
neeessities. It threatens a tax on earning eapacity.

There were 357,515 returns made for the fiscal year of 1915.
The normal tax is assessed hetween the $3,000 and $4,000 exemp-
tion line up to $20,000 income, Beyond the $20,000 income the
supertax is imposed. Three hundred and twenty-six thousand
six hundred and fifty-eight persons out of 857,515 making re-
turns paid the normal tax. The supertax was paid by only
30,857 persons in the United States. The total individual income
tax colleeted for the fiscal year ending June 380, 1915, was
$41,046,162.00. Of this, $16,559,492.93 was a normal tax by the
326.608 persons. The remaining $24,486,669.16 was paid by the

30,857 persons subject to the supertax, or additional tax, as it |

is knewn in seetion 2 of the tariff act of 1913.

Reduced to percentages, 43 per cent of the individual income
tax is normal and 57 per cent is the supertax; or “ additional
tax.” levied upon incomes in excess of $20,000.

The proposition to lower the exemption below the $3,000 and |

$4,000 inecome would necessarily reach out and grasp in its
operation a great multifude of persons who are living upon their
earning capacity and not upon fixed investments or very large
eompensations for extraordinary serviees. It would reach a

large multitude—the leeomotive engineer, the farmer, the man |

in the railroas shop, those engaged in many of the transporta-
tion undertakings of the eountry. A wvast number who: are the
living agents by which the great industrial mechanism of the
country eig kept in eperation will be taxed when this exemption
is lowered. .

INHERITANCE TAX SUGGESTED.

Revenue must be had. I anticipate it will be a difference only
in the source of revenue and the methods of collection. Great
Britain derives. more than $125,000,000 a year from inheritance
taxes. Her total wealth is estimated to be abeut $85,000,000,000.
She is an Empire with a central authority, governed by Parlia-
ment, No States or Provinces, with their exclusive local laws,
apply many sources of revenue. Our States are different.
They have certain rights not granted away. Among them are
the laws of descent and the statute of wills. The property is
taxed under the loeal laws of the State. They stand, therefore,
at the gateway, and in the first instance are entitled to levy the
inheritanee tax or death rate.

Ordinarily I am opposed to the Gevernment taking the in-
heritance tax as a source of revenue away from the States. The
wealth of this country is over $187,000,000,000. It is constantly
passing by inheritance or will. It is a proper subject for excise
taxation. The smaller estates can be exempted, so that we ean
follow the spirit in whieh the income-tax law was framed.

It ought generally to be reserved to the several States as a
source of revenue. Many States collect considerable sums from
this source already. The largest States and some of the smaller
ones collect it and have for some years. In some places the
income from that source runs up considerably in excess of
$1,000,000 annually, and in the Iarger three or four States it is
likely to be much in excess of that sum. .

On ordinary oceasions the States ought to have reserved
death rates as a source of State revenue. It may be admitted,
though, that this is not an erdinary eoccasion. The only ordi-
nary thing about the condition we are in now is that usually
an administration of the party now in power always produces
a deficit instead of a surplus. It is erdinary in that sense,
but extraordinary in its necessity.

A strenueus effort is made to discover new sources of rev-
enue. I am in favor of dividing the revenue from inheritance
taxes equally between the Government and the State in which
it is collected. This plan would raise a sum that is diffieult
correctly to estimate at this time. but from fifty to seventy-five
million dollars could be paid without imposing serious burdens
upon heirs or devisees or legatees taking the property. Our
total wealth is more than double Great Britain's. It is fair to
say we eould collect more death rates than she does.

The proposal to tax gasoline and bank checks and a great
variety of produets of irom and steel is a tax at last to be paid
by the user of the article. The opinion seems to prevail in
some quarters that gasoline is a luxury; that eomes from habit-
ual residence in eities. If a gentleman was ouf in the Nerih-
west ceuntry, the great grain-producing area, in the great
industrial eenters, the- dairy regions; he would find that gaso-
line is as much a necessity as a horse or a mule in other see-
tions. It is a different form of power, and a prepesal to tax
gasoline so much per galon is a tax upon the source of mechnni-
cal power in nearly every farming community in the country.

These are direct taxes, and it is an unfair distribution. Why
should one oceupation pay $10.000 a year and somebody earry-
ing on another kind of business handling a different artiele of
merchandise pay 85 or $20 a year?

The idea that tooth powder and toeth paste is now to be
taxed as a luxury approaches, as a sober business matter, the
realms of the sublimely ridiculous. It might have done in the
time of the eave men, but I go on the presumption that even
Members of Congress are entitled to brush their teeth without
paying tribute to a war tax.

SECTIONAL LAWS.

The grossly unfair distributien of such tax burdens throuzh-
out the eountry is shown by the following tables of eolleetions
under Schedules A and’ B of the emergency-tax act of October
22, 1914, and described as No. 1 and No. 2:

Behedule A (No. 1).

California $826, 700, 18
Ninois. 2, 202, 855, 98
‘ndiana 374, 008. 19
[owa 876, 179 22

Mussachusetts 915, 431. G0

Michigan 485, TI2. GR

Minnesota G665, T73. 63

- Missouri 858, 628. 73

New York ; 5, 131, 040. 10

Poamertaamt 1, 525, 08%: 08

vania. % ;

Wi . in 380, 961..93

Tatal 14, 885, 345. 27
Out of a total of $20,404.474.75.
Sehedule B (No. 2).

California 8§90, 858, 88

Illinois 373, 21, 8T
'[.fwlla i 29, 409, 38

Towsa: 38] 122 36
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Massachusetts £128, 903. D0
ps-: oo o
linnesota ; : b .

Missouri i 119, 164, 84
New York 900, GS8, 08
(5, 1 Wt et 160, 236. 28
Pennsylvania 119, 510. 83
Wisconsin 380, 463. 94

Tolsl— i 2,317,011, 90

Out of a total of $2,961,490.59,

Nearly $15,000,000 out of a total of a little over $20,000,000
in A arve paid by 12 States, while the same 12 States pay $2,317.-
011.90 out of a total of $2,961,400.59 collected under Schedule B.
The burden falls unjustly upon a few oeccupations, upon a few

of government, that the grandfather clauses and certain clauses
in the statutes or constitutional provisions for the literacy test
were invalid as being contrary to the fifteenth war amendment.
That can be worked out in due season. I only refer to it in view
of the tables I have just put into the Recoro.

What is government? The definition of self-government was
given here yesterday. Self-government in the Philippine Islands
appears to be a government of 8,000,000 people by, say, 800,000,
or a government of many by a few.

I submit Tables Nos. 5 and 6, showing the total wealth of cer-
tain States and the total income tax paid by the same States.

TasLE No. 5.

States, and upon a few people. Corporation
Direct taxation falls on the property and the earning capacity Total wealth, |and individuy
of the country finally, whatever may be said to the contrary. me tax.
Republican government obtains its power from the people of the
country. NorbtiOarollon.~oic s oo sl it e vass $1,807, /73, TR0 £381,370. 34
1 wish to use the following tables, described as No. 38 and | South Carolina. .. ...ceoeneiierrsisrinnnninneaaeas ija.si,in.':' 161, 401. 95
No. 4: - I ] S i B e st 1,344, 810, 108, 180, 63
TABIE No 8. Filowldias a il it o res Fe e e L I Es S 1,049, 138,228
R IR b e e S b e s 5,552, 072, 781 880, 47177
He 0 oles
Efates (ion 1010, | 1915
TaeLE No. 6.
T b e oy R g e R e e N N T [ T e B 73,527 Corporati
Connecticut 1,114, 756 180, Total wealth. |and individiay
NMlirois. . ; incomrtac
€54, 4
' e v R e et WA B - 25,011, 15,223 | §27, 833,741, 25
L e P T e A 15,484, 431,232 5,654, 157. 53
Dy R e S S R S S S A 15, 457,532,277 | 9,867, 696. 34
Madsnchos -t L e i e 6,302,089, 3902 | 4,533, 144.9:
L SRl eI M G b Ao 42,365, 145. 74

TApLE No, 4.

FPopula-

Btates. tion 1910.

‘Texps.....
N irginia. .

;:Cﬁl,ﬁ].!
24,253,923

1, 518, 037

It will be noted that the 13 States in Table No. 3 have a popu-
lation of 49,794,277 and cast 9,403,558 votes. Of the population
18.88 per cent voted in 1912. The 13 States in Table No. 4. con-
taining a population of 24,253,023, cast a total vote of 1,818,037.
Less than 7.6 per cent of the population of Table No. 4 of States
voted in 1912,

It will be noted here that the distinguished senior‘Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. Wirrrass] was evidently hedging against
this the otber day when he said that the argument that we were
solicitous about the Philippine Islands and eared so litile about
certain people living in his State was enfantillage. I am not
versed in French. If he wishes to barricade himself behind a
foreign tongue, all right. But I called up the Library in order
to piece out my abysmal ignorance of Irench and asked them
what it meant, and they said * child’s play.”

So 8.6 per cent in Mississippi vote of the entire population,
and 10 per cent vote in the Philippine Islands. You think more
of the Philippine Islands and the Malays than you do of Booker
Washington and his race. This is not child’s play. The Senator
from Mississippi said if he had been a Filipino when we took
possession of the islands he would have fought to the last drop
of his blood. This will be advice heeded by the next revolu-
tionary leader there who rises to accelerate our exit from that
country: This is more “enfantillage.”

I do not know what the rights of negro citizens will be under
some decisions of the Federal Supreme Court on the grandfather
clauses and under the decisions of the Federal court in Terre
Haute, Ind., in the Roberts case. Lately decisions were ren-
dered the full scope, the pith, and moment of which are not fully
appreciated yet by gentlemen who are responsible in the affairs

| 62,258,074, 124

It will be observed fthat the first four Stotes named in Table
No. 5 have 2.95 per cent of the total wealth of the United States,
which is estimated at $187,739,071,090.

These tables show the wealth, vote, and population of the
country, and there is nothing left in government but its institu-
tions, as far as public affairs are involved. So, if the Govern-
ment of the people is to be preserved in this matter at the pres-
ent time, it is a misgovernment, a government of many by a
few, taxation of many by a few, collection of three-fourths of
the income from certain localities, persons, and things, and its
expenditure by one-fourth of those, or a number represented by
one-fourth of the payments. :

The total wealth of the first four States is $5,552,972,781, com-
pared with $62,256,074,124 in the last four. The corporation nml
individual income tax paid by the first four is $880,471.77, and
the like tax paid by the last four $42,865,185.78. The first four
States have 2,95 per cent of the wealth of the United States, and
pay one ninety-first of the total corporation and individual in-
come fax. The last four States have 33} per cent of the total
wealth of the United States, and pay 52.83 per cent of the total
corporation and individual income tax.

I submit Table No. T of certain other States, with the several
amounts of corporation and individual income tax paid by each
and the total wealth of each. It illustrates how the tariff act of
October 3, 1913, has distributed unequally the burden of direct
taxation. It does not fall upon the wealth of the country, but
upon a certain class of wealth. It ought not therefore be the
principal source of revenue, neither ought it be intensified by
lowering the exemption or by such taxes as the emergency act of
October 22, 1914. ;

TasrLe No. 7.

T
1 and in

States, Total wealth. | oo

come tax,

Rhnde TRand. - oo i ik fi d e s bl e §070,802,690 | §711,111.03
Nebraska...... .| 3,794,986, 781 |  361,373.82
Maryland.... .| 2,177,058, 864 | 1,021,879.61
At o e R e S s S 2,285,454,650 | 1,283, 605.97
oWk nls .| 7,868,454, 211 733,488, 60
Michigan. _| 5,427,022, 651 | 2,913,308, 13
Delaware. .| 307,948,613 282,791.0%
North Dakot .| 2,141,626, 961 97, 196. 68
Louisiana... .| 2,164,437, 146 526,177.84
T A T e e e e A T 2,127,054, 930 261, 760. 79

But little comment is necessary. It is proper to emmhasize,
however, certain features of this ineguality. Ihode Island has
barely more than one-fourth of the wealth of Nebraska and pays
nearly twice the income tax. Maryland possesses about the
same wealth of Louisiana and pays nearly double the income
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tax. The wealth of Louisiana and Alabama are nearly equal,
vet Louisiana pays over twice the income tax of Alabama.
Delaware has one-seventh of Alabama and yet pays wore in-
come tax than the latter.

By comparing the wealth of Towa in the last table with that
of Massachusetts in the forwer table it is found that Iowa’s
wenlth exceeds that of Massachusetts by $1,500,000,000, yet
Towa pays $733.488 income tax, while Massachusetts pays
$4,036,141, or more than six times the burden, although pos-
sessed of vastly less wealth.

North Dakota's wealth nearly equals that of Louisiana.
T.ounisiana, however, pays nearly five and a half times as much
incowe tax, Connectient, with wealth comparatively little more
than North Dakota, pays over 13 times as much income tax.
Nebraska, with nearly four times the wealth of RRhode Island,
pays hut a little over one-half as much income tax,

1 submit certain other tables, No. 8 and No. 9, showing manu-
facturing data:

: TasLE No. B.—Summary.

e (3

States, Capital. Salaries. | Wages. ;&m
§173,180,000 | £6, 565,000 | £27,284, 000 | £145,962,000
32)873,000 | 795,000 | 5,505,000 | 50,257,000
70,174,000 | 3,461,000 19, 113,000 74,916,003
65,291,000 | 4,955, 000 22,982,000 72,890,000
202,778,000 | 9,062,000 34, 805, 000 £02, 863, 000
221,816,000 | 9,008,000 23, 386, 000 223,949,000
72,393,000 | 3,654,000 | 18,768,000 80, 555, 000
217,155,000 | 6,903,000 | 34,355,000 | 216,655,000
38,873,000 | 2,045,000 7,240,000 53,682,000
173,221,000 | 3,758,000 20, 361, 000 113, 235,000
167,923,000 | 9,186,000 28,251,000 180, 216, 000
216,576,000 | 10,868,000 | 37,907,000 | 272,596,000
216,392,000 | 9,101,000 | 35,154,000 | 219,794,000
1,868,975,000 | 79,362,000 | 328,111,000 | 1,907,572,000

TApLE No. 9.—Summary.

Capital. Balaries, Wages :rzlduu.i::t’;.
£537, 134,000 | $22,955,000 £84, 142,000 £510,761,010
517,546,000 | 25,637,000 | 110,119,000 |  490,272,09)
1,545, 171,000 | 91,449,000 273,319,000 | 1,919,277,00)
508,717,000 | 26,304,000 95, 510,000 5i9,975,00)
1,279,687,000 | 63,279,000 301,174,000 1,490,520,00)
1047,000 | 34,870,000 | 118,068,000 685, 10, 00)
275,416,000 15, 451,000 47,470,000 403, 419,00)
444,343,000 | 28,994,000 80, 843, 000 574,111,000
2,779, 497,000 | 186,032, 000 557,231,000 | 3,353, 430,00)
907,172,000 | 48,337,000 169, 710,000 1, 145, 529,00
1,300, 733,000 | 72,147,000 245, 450,000 1,437, 936,000
2,749, 006,000 | 110,807,000 | 455,627,000 | 2,626,742,00)
857, 25,737,000 | 93,905, 590,35, 00)
14, 127,026,000 | 752,080,000 | 2,633, 465,000 | 15,847, 533,00)

The foregoing tables indicate in what part of the United
States the volume of manufacturing is. The capital stock em-
ployed, as shown in Table No. 9, is nearly eight times as great
as in the part of the country embraced in Table No. 8. The
wages are more than eight times in Table No. 9 those in Table
No. 8. The value of produets in Table No. 9 exceed those in
Table No. 8 more than eight times. In the great group of States
in Table No. 9 is transacted the business on which falls the
present burden of the emergency tax of October 22, 1914.

The transactions in assembling the raw material, the creation
and distribution of the finished product, the commercial trans-
actions between the buyer and the seller, the immense trans-
portation required to reach the consumer and in the export trade
of our surplus are all burdened with the direct taxes in the
cmergency act of 1914,

The proposal in the President's message for further taxes
would place upon this great volume of business at least three-
fourths of such tax, leaving the other portions of the Union to
escape their just share,

COXCLUSIONS,

In conclugion, I summarize from the foregoing conditions:

Revision of the tariff along lines of protection so as to produce
additional customs duties.

A discontinuance of excise taxes, such as the emergency act
of October 22, 1914, continued for one year by this Congress,

An inheritance tax divided proportionately, say 50 per cent
each to the Government and the several States.

‘A readjustment of corporation and individual income tax,

Economy in appropriations and expenditures, :

A’ defeat of such measures as the Government shipping bill
and a reduction of appropriations of the rivers and harbors bill

to indispensable improvements such as connect themselves with
a general plan of inland and ocean navigation. =5,

Mr, McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to address myself
for a very few minutes only to the bill under consideration.

Most of the argument on this question has been directed to
the ability or inability of the Filipino people to maintain a
stable self-government. From my standpoint this is not the
vital question. It is probable that they can not assure to them-
selves a government entirely free from turmoil or mprising.
Thereds at least danger of such conditions. If is quite certain
to my mind that they can not claim such qualification for self-
government as is possessed by the American people. But that
may ulso be said as to some of the great Buropean powers.
Their monarchial forms of government and their willingness to
submit to it indicate charscteristics that would hardly, from our
view, fit them for our republican system. But I should not for
that reason regard it as the duty of this Government to reform
their system. I can not but believe that the creation of any
class of privileged persons, the creation and maintenance of
degrees of nobility, which engenders a spirit of egotism and arro-
gance in one individual and a spirit of subserviency in another,
is destruective of the highest standard of individual character,
and this whether the aristocracy be a military or civil one.
Its baneful effects upon the character of a people are the same.
But does that fact impose upon us the duty to seize or hold
aristocracy-ridden England or military-ridden Germany for the
purpose of reform, for the purpose of fitting them for a repub-
lican form of government, or any of these great powers of
Europe who see fit to live under a different form of government?

I shall vote to strike ont the preamble, not hecause it declares
a purpose to ultimately give independence to the Filipino
people, but beeause by its words it leaves the discretion entirely
with the United States, without reference to the judgment or
desire of the Filipino people themselves. :

The Philippine Archipelago came to us as the result of con-
quest, without the consent of its inhabitants and against their
protest, backed by all their power of resistance. As these islands
were acquired by force, they are now held by force. We justify
their retention on the grounds that it is for the best interest of
their people. We justify it on wholly altruistic motives; and
that leads us directly to the question of both the right and duty
of this Government to hold a foreign people and their terri-
tory, whose possession is in no way essential to the life or de-
fense of our own Government. Were these islands so close to
our own shores that their possession by any other power would
endanger our national safety, we might justify their retention
on the grounds of self-defense. But no such exigency now exists
or can exist, and we are face to face with the moral question,
Ought we to hold a foreign race in a foreign land for the sole
purpose of fitting them for a higher degree of self-government
or a higher citizenship?

If we have a right to hold a people against their will for that
purpose, then we must also have the right to take possession of
other like people for the same purpose; for the right to hold
must be buttressed on the right to seize. If that is our moral
privilege, as well as our moral duty, toward those who have not
achieved our standard of enlightenment, then is it not just as
much our duty and our right to seize the Chinese Empire and by
force teach these people our higher civilization and fit them for
self-government ? They seem to have entirely failed in maintain-
ing such a government. The fire of revolution has but recently
destroyed their old monarchical government, but before the
ashes have cooled another dynasty has been erected on its ruins.
Here is a mighty field for the exercise of our desire to civilize
a people up to our standard. We do not avail ourselves of this
opportunity for educational work because we recognize that
national rights are superior to our desire to reform.

Mr. President, in my opinion, while we may be excused for
taking possession of the Philippine Islands under the circums-
stances, and while we may have been justified in paying $20,-
000,000 to secure the release of these people from oppression
of another Government, we have no right to hold that foreign
people by force and against their will and compel them to remain
under our control for such length of time as we, not they, may
consider it for their best inferest. I contend these people have
national rights which we are morally bound to respect.

Looking at it from the standpoint of our own interest, I con-
fess the only object our possession has so far subserved has been
an excuse for the construction and maintenance of an enormous
Navy. We all know that these islands constitute our only vul-
nerable point of attack, and they therefore offer a needed and
cherished excuse to those whose patriotism always runs toward
war and military prowess to demand an ever-increasing Army
and Navy fully adequate for their protection against assault.
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So long as we hold these islands we, of course, must be able to
protect them in ease we are at war.

It is well known to-day that we could not defend them against
the nearest great Asiatic power. To do so we must double the
size of our Navy. We must add immensely to our Army. We
must burden our people with a mighty armament to defend a
little group of islands which are of no value whatever fo us
and which wish to free themselves from us—Iislands whose pos-
session invites attack by any Government with which we might
possibly have a quarrel. Not only this, but the fact t they
can so easily be attacked and their defense by us would be at-
tended with such difficulties encourages and invites hostilities
against us. A nation might well be content, if at war with us, to
simply take immediate possession of those islands and allow us
to waste our strength in attempting to regain them, where such
nation would never dream of crossing the ocean to strike a blow
at us within our own waters. '

Mr. President, I favor most heartily the extension of the right
of self-government provided in the resolution. The capabilities
of this people for full and complete independence may possibly
be foreshadowed in their use or abuse of the additional govern-
mental powers here conferred. But only a violent and gross
abuse of the power would justify our interference.

I do not wish to be understood, without further consideration
of the matter, as favoring the release of these people from our
tutelage without any further act of ours. While I do not admit
there is a moral duty of this Government to force our civiliza-
tion upon them, the fact that they have been under our care
and adoption creates ties of deeper friendship and more earnest
wishes for their welfare than would otherwise obtain. Though
forced into submission, they are still to some extent our foster
child, and we may well deal with them with greater concern for
their welfare.

What they want above all things is independence, not only
from us but from all other powers, and we ought to secure an
understanding from every great power of the world that their
independence shall be respected. The Senator from Colorado
used the word “ protectorate.” That is not what we want and
not what they want. Protectorate carries with it a sort of right
of interference—a sort of subindependence only. The agree-
ment that we should secure should be of a negative character,
not that the powers should protect the independence of the
islands from each other but that they should each and all re-
frain from interfering with their independence.

There is no use, Mr. President, in our dodging or veering
from the real object which we had in view when we forced
Spain to cede those islands to us. Our motives were not at
that time wholly altruistie, but rather wholly commercial. We
were not looking for opportunities to extend our civilization,
but to extend our trade. We had awakened at that time to the
trade possibilities of the Orient. Hawaii and the Philippines
were to be the stepping stones ocross the ocean and ultimately
lead us to the goal of our hopes—trade with China and the
Orient generally. The reformation of the Philippine people, for
their own salvation, was a secondary sentiment. Since that
time, another great aggressive tradelike, as well as warlike,
nation has arisen out of the sea and now obscures to consider-
able extent our roseate commercial view.

- We have learned in the last 16 years that the people who can
most cheaply produce and deliver their goods to the Orient will
monopolize the selling trade of that section of the world; and
that schooled in the most rigid frugality and with a wage scale
almost infinitesimal as compared with labor wages here, the
Nippon will undoubtedly command the selling trade to the
Orient.  We do not need any Philippine Islands to insure us a
buying trade. We can buy all we want if we have the priece to
pay.

© As a commercial asset these islands have proved worse than
useless. Every dollar of benefit has cost us a hundred dollars
of loss.

But the worst aspect of the Philippine proposition, so far as
it affects us, is that it forces us into the un-American policy
of entering into an armament competition which has taxed the
very life out of the Old World. So long as we hold the Philip-
pine Islands we must be prepared to defend them against in-
vasion in case of war, and that means that we must have a
more powerful Navy than any European or Asiatic power with
which we would be liable to have war. I say “liable to have
war " because I do not think there would be any possibility of
war between this country and Great Britain. There are con-
ditions which would keep her from ever engaging in war with us.

The responsibility of holding these islands is enormous, both
in its expensiveness and in its effect upon our national charac-

ter. With a fair navy and proper submarine and coast de-
fenses we need have no fear of any nation declaring an aggres-
sive war against us on this side of the ocean, But with our
territorial body projected some 6,000 miles from our real shore—
projected into another hemisphere, surrounded by a yellow race
whose friendship we have not by our historical conduct sought
very earnestly to cultivate, a race which believes it has been
slighted by us, and which has taken offense at our exclusion
policies, we shall need to maintain a far greater Navy. And
Jjust to the extent that we create a war organ, Navy or Army,
whose only function is war, just to that extent do we create a
desire that these organs perform their functions, and just to
that extent we create the military spirit in this country.

But, as I have suggested, I believe we can secure from the
great governments of the world an agreement to respect the
independence of the islands. When such agreement has been
secured, when we can give to these people an independence
which we can assure, and which other nations would respeet,
then we should show to them and to the world that this country,
rising above every semblance of greed and pride of possession,
is capable of doing an act of justice and philanthropy to another
people never before voluntarily performed by any other country
in the whole history of war and conquest.

I do not entirely agree with the amendment offered by the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Crarke], because it provides for
independence first and the securing of an agreement to respect
that independence afterwards. I should prefer, Mr. President,
and I think the Filipinos themselves would prefer, that we first
secure an assurance from the great powers of the world that
their independence would not be interfered with; that we then
prepare to call a convention in those islands to adopt a consti-
tution and a republican form of government ; that we then
proceed fo organize that government; and when it is fully
organized, when the officers have been elected and this agree-
ment has been secured, we then declare them independent of the
United States.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator from North Da-
kota pardon an inquiry?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesota?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield, Mr. President.

Mr. CLAPP, Does not the Senator also feel that the nations
that we might consult would very much more appreciate our
consulting them before than after the granting of independence ?
It strikes me that it would appeal to them much more strongly
than to consult them after we had already decided it.

Mr. McCUMBER. I think, Mr. President, they would not
only more appreciate being consulted before independence was
declared, but I think they would be far more likely to accede to
a request that they keep their hands off the Filipinos while the
islands are still in our hands than after we had released them
from our centrol. :

Mr. CLAPP. . It strikes me so.

Mr. McCUMBER. I have epitomized the sentiments which I
have expressed into an amendment, which I offered yesterday
and asked to have printed. I will ask the Secretary to read the
amendment at this time as the closing part of my address upon
this matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre-
tary will read as requested.

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows:

At the end of the bill add the tollwingu:
“The President of the United States hereby aunthorized and re-
uested to indicate to the great powers of the world the desire of this
&omrnment to extend to the Philippine Islands and the Philippine -
m full and complete independence whenever It shall be warranted in
bellef that such independence will be permanent and be respected
by the other e‘rowers of the world., The President is further authorized
and requested to secure from such other gom such agreements as
will insure the independence of said islands in
such agreements have been made he shall forthwl t & eonvention
to be held in such islands for the purpose of adopting a constitution
provid].na for a republican form of government; and as soon as such
constitution has been adopted and officers have been elected and a
government inaugurated thereunder, he shall, by proclamation, declare
such islands and the people thereof to be a free and independent state,
with all the powers of complete sovereignty.”

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, it is not my intention to
make any extended remarks at this time, but as we approach
a vote on this question I can not refrain from saying a few
words in favor of the bill and in behalf of the Filipino people.

I have been interested in the Philippine Islands ever since
May 4, 1898, when Admiral Dewey won the Battle of Manila
Bay, one of the most brilliant naval victories in all history.
I had a friend, Mr. Willinm Weaver, of Seneca, Kans., who par-
ticipated in that battle as a gunner on the Olympia, the ad-
miral’s flagship, which gave me a personal interest in that
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great event. Kansas is especially interested in the govern-
ment of the islands and the welfare of the Filipino people by
reason of the fact that the present vice governor, Hon. Hender-
son S. Martin, was appointed by the President to that position
from Marion, Kans., and he has had much to do with the writ-
ing of the present bill. By virtue of his office he is also at the
head of the bureau of education in the islands and has done much
to assist the young people of the islands to receive an education
sufficient for self-government. Over 500,000 Filipino children are
now attending school and studying the English language and
American institutions in these islands. More than 9,000 Fili-
pino teachers are now teaching the common branches in Eng-
lish in these schools. Gov. Martin was so greatly interested
in this bill, so thoroughly convinced of its great benefit to the
Filipino people and to this country, that he ecame all the way
from the Philippines to give evidence before the Senate com-
mittee at the last session of Congress, and was exceedingly
anxious that the bill should pass that session. Gov. Martin
gave valuable evidence before the cominittee, taking the posi-
tion, after thoroughly studying the question on the ground,
that the Filipino people are ready now for self-government
ind that the United States should grant them independence at
the earliest possible moment,

I am heartily in favor of this bill. because it gives to the Fili-
pino people a greater measure of self-zovernment than they have
hefore enjoyed, and is a decided step forward toward the ulti-
muate fulfillment of the promises of the United States Govern-
ment to grant to them absolute independence. So far as I am
concerncd, I am willing they should have their independence
just as quickly as it is possible to be arranged. From all the
testimony before the committee at the hearings, it is clearly
demonstrated that they are eapable of governing themselves;
not in a way, perhaps, that we would like to govern them, but
in a way that they want to govern themselves. I do not suppose
that any Awmerican would admit that the Filipino people, or any
other people in the world for that matter, are as capable as
ourselves to govern. Most American citizens believe that the
United States is the best-governed country in the world; but
this does not necessarily mean that we are more capable of gov-
erning another country and a different race of people than the
people of that country themselves.

These people have already shown remarkable advancement
in education, civilization, and ability to govern. Nearly all

- of the offices in the Philippines are now successfully filled by
Filipinos—a majortiy of the commission who constitute the
upper house of the legislature, all the members of the lower
house, all the governors of the various Provinces, and nearly all
of the officers and employees of the municipal governments are
Filipinos and are faithfully discharging their respective duties
with honesty and fidelity. Every member of the lower house,
composeld of 81 members, is a college graduate, a distinction
not possessed by any other legislative body in the world. A very
valuable comparative statement furnished by the Senator from
Colorado [Mr. SuparrorH] in his eloquent and very exhaustive
address on this subject recently delivered in the Senate, shows
the percentage of illiteracy to be less in the Philippines than in
most of the South American Republics and in many of the na-
tions of Europe.

The Philippine Islands are 7,000 miles away, and are inhabited
by about 8,000,000 people who wish to govern themselves, and
who ask us, the great American people, to free (hem from the
yoke which binds them to us, and which was placed on their
necks through no fault of theirs, and without their consent.
The Declaration of Independence provides—

That all men are creaied equal: that they are endowed by their
Creator with certain inalienable rights; that among these are life,
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure these rights
governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from
the consent of the governed.

No man or set of men has a right to take from us any of
these inalienable rights prescribed in the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and guaranteed by the Constitution of the United
States. Demanding these rights for ourselves, we ought to be
willing to treat others in exactly the same way and recognize
their rights to those things which we declare to be sacred to us.
The Filipino people did not consent that we govern them;
and now, wanting independence for themselves, this great prin-
ciple of liberty which is so dear to the people of this country
ought to be extended to them without further controversy,
even if there were no other reasons demanding that it he done.
I believe that it is not only to the best interests of the Fili-
pino people, but also to the best interests of the people of the
United States, that the Philippines should be free and inde-
pendent. It is estimated that the islands have cost us about

$600,000,000, and there has been no monetary return to this
It has been well worth the price, however, if through

country.

our aid and influence we have helped a poor struggling nation
of people to a position of self-government. As stated by the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcacock] in his splendid speech
on this bill the other day:

The Ar-erican occupation of the Philippine Islands is the finest
example of an altrulstic effort by a great country to ln'lmil the blessin
of civilized government to a weak ple. In-all the history of the
world there is nothing that approaches it.

More than this, it was never the intention of our Government
to keep the Philippines as absolutely our own and to have the
same become a part of our country any more than it was our
intention to keep Cuba and permit it to become a part of our
country. There would have been more sound sense and reason
for retaining Cuba than the Philippines, but it was contrary
to the policy of our Government to do so. In the eircumstances,
as the result of the war with Spain, it became our duty to estab-
lish a stable government in both countries, which we have done.
We turned the government of Cuba over to her own people long
ago, and it is now time to turn the government of the Philippines
over to her own people, aside from the necessary time required
to put the new governmental machinery into complete operation.
The Filipino people, or at least those in authority to represent
them and who are qualified to speak, are satisfied with this bill,
and it onght therefore to be satisfactory to us.

We only have to consider the feelings of our own people in the
Revolutionary period to understand the feelings of these peo-
ple now. The American people were demanding the same right
tc be free from England. All the arguments which have been
made here against this bill were made in the English Parlinment
against us. Only a few brave men like Edmund Burke and Wil-
linm Pitt, in the House of Commons, and Lord Camden, in the
House of Lords, championed the cause of the colonists.  Are we
Amerieans, who believe we were right then, to so far forget our-
selves now as to say that the prineiple of liberty contended for
is wrong when applied to another people?

Liberty to man has been of very slow growth sinee first the
flight of time begun. Tt has been hindered and obstructed upon
every turn. Those who have attained it have been obliged to
fight for it from the earliest time down to the present day,
Hence it was that John Philpot Curran remarked that, * Eternal
vigilance is the price of liberty.” Thomas .Jefferson once said
that, “The God who gave us life gave us liberty at the same
time.” Liberty is as precious as life itself. It was the realiza-
tion of this truth that prompted Patrick Henry to use that
fiery but most patriotic expression in his immortal speech, “ Give
me liberty or give me death!™

Some of the opposition contend that the Filipino people are not
prepared for independence because of the way they live, claim-
ing they have not sufficiently pretentious habitations and are
not properly cultivated in the modern way of living. While
most of the people have morlest homes, yet they are generally
suitable to their race and climate, and many of the citizens in
the cities live in magnificent modern residences. But the poet
Pope has forcefully answered that argument in the following
suggestive lines:

Give me again my hollow tree,
A crust of bread, and liberty !

There ought not to be a single voice of the American people,
who know of the awful struggle we passed through to secure
this same sacred right, raised against this bill. I certainly hope
it will pass. It will be the means of adding another republic
to the galaxy of nations, and will be a lesson to the Old World
which they may well emulate, since their greatest troubles
through the terrible war in which they are now engaged came
from monarchies and distant possessions. Pass this bill and
joy will go up over this eountry and through the Philippine
Islands equal to that when the stamp act was repealed by the
English Parlinment, and Edmund Burke exclaimed, “ It caused
more universal joy throughout the English dominions than per-
haps any other act that ean be remembered.”

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CHILTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and
30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
January 14, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS,
Erecutive nominations reccived by the Seiale January 13, 1916,
CAriForNTA DEBRIS COMMISSIONER.
Capt. Richard Park, Corps of Engineers, United States Army,
for appointment as a member of the California Débris Commis-
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sion provided for by the act of Congress approved March 1,
1893, entitled “An act to create the California Débris Com-
mission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of Cali-
fornia,” vice Maj. Robert R. Raymond, Corps of Engineers,
United States Army.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY.
CORPS OF ENGINEERS.

To be probational second lieutenants, with rank from January
12, 1916.

Gilbert Dudley Fish, of New York.
George Mayo, of the District of Columbia.
Paul Theodore Bock, of New York.
Charles Otis Boynton, of California.
Arthur Peter von Deesten, of New York.
Edward Nelson Whitney, of Wisconsin.

POSTMASTERS.
ALABAMA,

William W. Perry to be postmaster at West Blocton, Ala., in
place of W. D. McCrary, deceased. -

Robert M. Rawls to be postmaster at Athens, Ala., in place
of W. W. Simmons. Incumbent’s commission expires January
15, 1916.

CALIFORNIA.

John I. Nolan to be postmaster at Jamestown, Cal., in place
of Howard A. Preston. Incumbent’'s commission expires Janu-
ary 15, 1916.

COLORADO,

Elsie 5. Da Lee Elliott to be postmaster at Redeliff, Colo.
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

Jerry F. Halloran to be postmaster at Vietor, Colo., in place
of Frank Simonton. Incumbent's commission expired January
12, 1916.

Stephen Ilgenfritz to be postmaster at Ordway, Colo., in place
of Alexander Gray, resigned.

Joseph Ray, to be postmaster at Aguilar, Colo., in place of
Incumbent’s commission expires January 24,
1916.

Fanny Hamilton Simpson to be postmaster at La Veta, Colo.,
in place of R. V. Cuttler. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 16, 1916.

CORNKECTICUT.

Robert D, Burns to be postmaster at Saybrook, Conn., in
place of John A. Ayer., Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 11, 1916.

DELAWARE.

John T. Ratledge to be postmaster at Elsmere, Del
became presidential January 1, 1916.

FLORIDA.

Richard J. Mays to be postmaster at Monticello, Fla., in
place of Richard J. Mays. Incumbent's commission expired
December 12, 1915.

James A, Haisten to be postmaster at Cocoa, Fla., in place of
C. J. Schoonmaker. Incumbent’s commission expires February
8, 1916.

Office

IDAHO.

Jessie Beasley to be postmaster at Wardner, Idaho, in place
pf Jesse Beasley, to correct name of appointee.

Josephine Ervin to be postmaster at Mullen, Idaho, in place
of Josephine Erwin, to correct name of appointee.

ILLINOIS.

J. H. Bumsted to be postmaster at Carpentersville, Ill., in
place of Minnie ¥. Henry. Incumbent’s commission expired
March 3, 1915.

Charles E. Carlson to be postmaster at Woodhull, IlL, in place
of George k. Swanson. Incumbent's commission expired Decem-
ber 12, 1015.

. B. Conover to be postmaster at Orion, Ill, in place of
George P. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired December

. 1015,

19“'. T. Clopper to be postmaster at Polo, Ill, in place of Harry
E. Spear. Incumbent’'s commission expired December 19, 1915.

Jacob F. Davis to be postmaster at Minier, Ill., in place of
Charles E. Tanner, resigned.

Willinm F. De I'renne to be postmaster at Prairie du Rocher,
Ill. Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

J. H. Farquharson to be postmaster at Western Springs, Ill.,
in place of William A. Collins. Incumbent’s commission expires
February 1, 1916.

Max Geisenhoner to be postmaster at East Dubuque, I1l., in
p:}a(ée of M. J. Platt. Incumbent’s commission expired July 14,
1015,

A. W. Hilbolt to be postmaster at Dongola, Tll.,, in place of
gd Wélgoughnnowr. Incumbent’s commission expired December

W | ) 4

Pearl A, Hollingsworth to be postmaster at Fisher, I1l. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

J. F. Knight to be postmaster at Sandoval, I1l., in place of
1Hgllrétm Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 23,

Grover C. Lindley to be postmaster at Hutsonville, I11.
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Elmer Lummis to be postmaster at Quincy, Ill., in place of
David F. Wilcox, removed.

Robert A. McFarland to be postmaster at Livingston, TIL
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

Thomas J. McMahon to be postmaster at Chebanse, 111, Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

C. D. Miller to be postmaster at Milledgeville, 111, in place of
1891%{ Kaisinger. Incumbent’s commission expired August 21,

Edward J. Mulligan to be postmaster at Bradley, IlL, in place
gr iTgols§ph Suprenant. Incumbent’s commission expired March
Joseph H. Mulligan to be postmaster at Kewanee, T11., in place
gf i&glbgrt W. Errett. Incumbent’s commission expired February
, 1915.

Frank L. O'Brien to be postmaster at Maple Park, IIl. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916,

E. 8. Perkins to be postmaster at Newark, I1l. Office became
presidential January 1, 1916.

Robert W. Perkins to be postmaster at Erie, Ill, in place of
;Jélmlgf‘il J. Howell. Incumbent's commission expired January

B. J. Ritson to be postmaster at Farmington, Ill., in place of
Sewell P. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1914.

Emma R. Ritzman to be postmaster at Orangeville, I1l. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Albert Schrieber to be postmaster at Red Bud, Ill., in place of
August Kalbitz. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19,
1915.

Richard J. Simmons to be postmaster at Macomb, IlL., in place
of William H. Hainline, removed.

W. W. Sloan to be postmaster at Rockton, TIl. Office became
presidential January 1, 1916.

Edward Streng to be postmaster at Stewardson, Ill., in place
of Calel, T. Reeder. Incumbent’s commission expired December
12, 1915.

W. J. Sullivan to be postmaster at Hanover, IIl., in place of
Thomas D. Shipton. Incumbent’s commission expired December
19, 1915.

Henry Uphaus to be postmaster at Macon, Ill., in place of
Anthus Willard. Incumbent's commission expired July 6, 1915.

Louis Wolter to be postmaster at Marissa, Ill., in place of
John W. Church. Incumbent's commission expired February
16, 1915.

Office

INDIANA,

Maurice L. Cory to be postmaster at Kingman, Ind. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Louis H. Kocher to be postmaster at Churubusco, Ind., in
place of Willard Z. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 16, 1916.

William W. Ludtke to be postmaster at Rolling Prairie, Ind.
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

I0WA.

W. D. Jamieson to be postmaster at Shenandoah, Towa, in
place of H. E. Deater. Incumbent’s commission expired June 7,
1915.

Martin P. Klindt to be postmaster at St. Ansgar, Iowa, in
place of Isaac Patterson. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 13, 1914.

J. B. Lower to be postmaster at Seranton, Towa, in place of
E. W. McCracken. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18,
1915.

George P. Martin o be postmaster at Peterson, Iowa, in place
of %rl%ce « Incumbent’s commission expired February
1, 1915. L
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William H. Moore to be postmaster at Shelby, Iowa, in place
of W. H. Moore. Incumbent's commission expired December 13,
1914, 5

KANSAS.

B. M. Palmer to be postmaster at Jewell, Kans., in place of
C. F. Schafer. Incumbent's commission expires January 29,
1916.

J. H. Rathbun to be postmaster at Downs, Kans., in place
of John Wolfert, resigned.

Charles €. Seewir to be postmaster at Lawrence, Kans, in
place of Charles S. Finech. Incumbent's commission expired
July 31, 1915.

Leonard Willems to be postmaster at Lansing, Kans,, in place
of IBV A, Morgan. Incumbent’s commission expires February
1, 1916.

EENTUCKY.

Tarleton C. Hobbs to be postmaster at Anchorage, Ky., in
place of H. O. Hausgen. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan-
uary 29, 1916.

Hubert Hutton to be postmaster at Berry, Ky. Oflice became
presidential January 1, 1916.

Judith W. Montgomery to be postmaster at Greenshurg Ky.
Office became president[al January 1, 1916.

MAINE.

Oscar H. Dilworth to be postmaster at Madison, Me., in place
of G. A, Herrick. Incumbent’s commission expires February 21,
1916.

James L. Foster to be postmaster at Livermore Fnlls, Me., in
place of J. F. Jefferds, resigned.

Theodore C. Haley to be postmaster at Rangeley, Me., in place
of G. A, Proctor. Incumbent's commisgion expires February
1, 19186.

Frederick W. Hartnett to be postmaster at Bath, Me,, in place
of Edward W. Hyde. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15,
1915.

. Franklin K. Jack to be postmaster at Bowdoinham, Me., in
place of W. W. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 12, 1915.

Edward Lynch to be postmaster at South Berwick, Me, in
place of W. H, Downs. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru-
ary 20, 1916.

MARYLAND.

J. B. Sweeney to be postmaster at Hagerstown, Md., in place
of H. K. Startzman. Incumbent’s commission expires February
8, 1916.

MASSACHUBETTS.

William M. Allen to be postmaster at Fairhaven, Mass., in
place of B. G. Spooner. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan-
uary 25, 1916,

John A. Bell to be postmaster at Leicester, Mass., in place of
IG.;aorge 0. Currier. Incumbent’s commission expired Augnst

, 1915,

Perry I, Brown to be postmaster at Northampton, Mass., in
place of L. L. Campbell. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 11, 1915.

Edmund Daly to be postmaster at Hingham, Mass,, in place of
George S. Marsh., Incumbent’s commission expired August 21,
1915,

William W. McLehose to be postmaster at Norton, Mass., in
place of J. C. Pratt. Incumbent’s commission expired January
20, 1915.

Joseph F. Murrman to be postmaster at Clinton, Mass., in
place of H. L. Stevens. Imncumbent's commission expired March
2. 191b5.

Stephen C. Luce to be postmaster at Vineyard Haven; Mass,,
in place of Stephen O. Luce. Incumbent’'s commission expired
December 12, 1915,

Levi Wing to be postmaster at Marion, Mass., in place of F. M,
Tripp. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11, 1916.

MICHIGAN.

John W. Barley to be postmaster at Dexter, Mich., in place
of C. H. Stannard. Incumbent’s commission expires January
18, 1916.

John Blair to be postmaster at Plainwell, Mich., in place of
1. J. Chart. Incumbent’s commission expires February 20, 19186.

James H. Bush to be postmaster at Norway, Mich., in place of
E:w.R. Bolitho. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16

Elmer Bremer to be postmaster at Montgomery, Mich. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Charles E. Dean to be postmaster at Mesick, Mich: Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1916.

George M. Hubbard to be postmaster at Hudsonville, Mich:
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

Henry McCarty to be postmaster at Fremont, Mich., in place
%1"’\‘ T. Miller. Incumbent’'s commission expired August 35

5.

James McKenna to be postmaster at Sault St. Marie, Mich,,
in place of €. H. Seott. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 16, 1916,

Edward J. Marrinane to be postmaster at Grass Lake, Mich.,
in place of George Preston. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 19, 1915.

Robert O. Mimmack to be postmaster at Plymouth, Mich., in
place of Mark H. Ladd. Incombent’s commission expired De-
cember 20, 1916.

Charles Powers to be postmaster at Saugatuck, Mich., in
place of Fred Wade. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 20, 1915.

William G. White to be postmaster at Ovid, M‘Ic!L in place
of J. I. Gumaer. Incumbent’s commission expires February 21,

1916.

MINNESOTA.

Jessie J. W. Hogue to be postmaster at Tyler, Minn., in place
of T. T. Gronlund. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24,
1915.

P. J. Johnson to be postmaster at Boyd, Minn,, in plﬂce of
O. J. Flaa. Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1916,

TFrancis T. O'Gorman to be postmaster at Goodhue, Minn., in
place of D. C. Plerce. Incumbent’s commission expired }‘ebru-
ary 1, 1915.

Otto N. Raths to be postmaster at St. Paul, Minn., in pluce of
BEdward Yannish. Incumbent’s commission expired February
17, 191b.

James J. Remes to be postmaster at New Prague, Minn., in
place of J. Maertz. Incumbent's commission expired July 24,
1915.

Joseph A. Schoenhoff to be postmaster at Sauk Center, Minn.,
in place of Oliver B. Boobar. Incumbent’s commission etpires

' January 15, 1916.

MISSISSIPPL.

Sheppard Lamar Martin to be postmaster at Wiggins, Miss,,
in place of U. B. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan-
uary 15, 1016.

Emma L. Whyte to be postmaster at Bond, Miss. Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1916.

ATSSOURL

James J. Davis, jr., to be postmaster at St. Marys, Mo. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

MONTANA.
Lawrence C. Porter to be postmaster at Winifred, Mont. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.
George E. Shawler to he postmaster at Geraldine, Mont. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.
Meta W, Shaw to be postmaster at Terry, Mont,, in place of
H. H. McDowell, resigned.

-NEBRASKA.

0. C, Lamb to be postmaster at Guide Rock, Nebr., in place of
E. M. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18,
1918.

NEW . HAMPSHIRE.

Edward 8. Perkins to be postmaster at Sunapee, N. H., in place
of N. P. Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired J'amtar\' 11,
1916.

Samuel Runlett to be postmaster at Durham,; N. H,, in place of
% D. Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired Januury 8,

16.

Joseph Warren to be postmaster at Rochester, N. H,, in place
of J. 8. Kimball. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18,
1916.

NEW JERSEY.

Joseph Edward Charles to be postmaster at Wenonah, N. I,
in place of J. W. English. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 18, 1916.

Charles G. Hatcher be postmaster at Smithville, N. J,, in
place of W, H. Wlllltts, Incumhent'a commission expires Janu--

ary 24, 1916,
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NEW MEXICO.

Arthur F. Jores to be postmaster at Portales, N. Mex., in place
of C. 0. Leach. Incumbent's commission expirved January 8,
1916.

Edgar Savage to be postmaster at Elida, N. Mex., in place of
Henry Rankin. Incumbent's commission expires February 1,
1916.

NEW YORK.

August P. Bolender to be postmaster at Collins, N. Y.
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Patrick H. Cantillon to be postmaster at Perrysburg, N. Y.
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

Claude 8. Cooper to be postmaster at Odessa, N. Y. Ofiice
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Roy E. Dietrich to be postmaster at La Fargeville, N. Y. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Hans C. Hansen to be postmaster at Fishers Island in place
of Hans C. Hansen. Incumbent’s commission expires January
29, 1916.

George F. Ketchum to be postmaster at Warwick, N. Y., in
place of Hiram Tate. Incumbent's commission expired Decem-
ber 14, 1915.

John P, Purcell to be postmaster at New Dorp, N. Y., in place
Iog W. L. Conner. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24,

15.

Office

KEVADA.

L. T. George to be postmaster at Battle Mountain, Nev., in
place of H. 8. Starrett. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 20, 1916.

Laura Hoegh to be postmaster at Eureka, Nev., in place of
:(139 T. Broy. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18,

15,

George W, Likes to be postmaster at Fallon, Nev., in place of
Albert J. Johnson, resigned.

James J. McQuillan to be postmaster at Tonopah, Nev, in
place of J. W. Stewart. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 20, 1915.

Thomas D. Rogers to be postmaster at Manhattan, Nev., in
place of W. B. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired De-
cember 20, 1915.

KORTH DAKOTA.

Abraham I. Anderson to be postmaster at Turtle Lake,
N. Dak. Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

George L. Barrett to be postmaster at Lakota, N. Dak,, in
place of J. MeC. McMaster. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 18, 1915.

John E. Dick to be postmaster at McVille, N. Dak., Office be-
came presidentinl January 1, 1916.

Gilbert M. Eng to be postmaster at Douglas, N. Dak, Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Harriet M. Frank to be postmaster at Powers Lake, N. Dak.
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

H. M. Haakenson to be postmaster at Hatton, N, Dak., in
. place of H. M. Haakenson. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 25, 1916.

Willinm F. I. Makee to be postmaster at Noonan, N. Dak.
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

C. D. RRittenhouse to be postmaster at Wahpeton, N. Dak.,
in place of E. H. Myhra. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 11, 1916,

0. I.. Toftner to be postmaster at Kenmare, N. Dak., in place
of G, E. Child, Incumbent's commission expired July 23, 1915.

OHIO. .

Morris Albaugh to be postmaster at Murray, Ohio, in place
of Harry H. Frazee, resigned.

Joel C. Clore to be postmaster at Cincinnati, Ohio, in place of
John I. Shuff, resigned.

Patrick J. Dunn to be postmaster at Strasburg, Ohio, in place
of Philip Zeigler. Incumbent's commission expires February
1, 1916.

Albert I Kroske to be postmaster at Arlington, Ohio, Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

C. D. Royer to be postmaster at Bowerston, Ohio, in place of
0. O. Price. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12,
1915.

OKLAHOMA.
J. L. Buckley to be postmaster at Texoma, Okla., in place of

G. H. Langston. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24,
1916.

Thomas B. Dunlap to be postmaster at Ringling, Okla. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Charley M. Foil to be postmaster at Jennings, Okla.
became presidential January 1, 1916.

J. A. Miller to be postmmuster at Beaver, Okla., in place of
J. R. Thomas. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 1916.

John . Meynolds to be postmaster at Hastings, Okln., in place
of J. . Brawley, resigned.

OREGON.

T. J. Anderson to be postmaster at Harrisburg, Oreg., in place
11151(3. L. Morris. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15,

James W. Dunn to be postmaster at St. Benedict, Oreg. Office
became presidentinl January 1, 1916.

PENNSYLVANTA,

Willinm I. Cooper to be postmaster at Oakmont, Pa., in place
(l}élg- S. Stoup. Incumbent's commission expires January 24,

Willinm F. Elgin to be postmaster at Glen Olden, Pa,
became presidential January 1, 1916.

Percy E. Faust to be postmaster at Weatherly, Pa., in place
(1)51%- M. Dreher. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11,

P, H. Gherrity to be postmaster at Bellefonte, Pa., in place of
flg.lg. Valentine. Incumbent’s commission expires February 12,

Howard Kemrer to be postmaster at Paradise, Pa. Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1916.

Frank W. McFadden to be postmaster at McKeesport, Pa., in
place of John N. Dersam, resigned.

William K. Reed to be postmaster at Eddystone, Pa., in place
% Bi(gie_it Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expired December
=0, 3.

Office

Oflice

RHODE ISLAND.

Sumner Mowry to be postmaster at Peace Dale, It 1., in place
of J?)lin A. Allen, Incumbent’s commission expires February
20, 1916.

SO0UTH CAROLINA.

Richard T. King, jr., to be postmaster at Georgetown, 8. C.,
in place of 8. M. Ward, resigned.

Albert C. Ligon to be postmaster at Orangeburg, 8. C., in place
g; .‘;bl[é. Webster. Incumbent's commission expires February

M. J. Spears to be postmaster at Lamar, S. C., in place of
M. J. Spears. Incumbent’s comnission expired April 20, 1915,

TEXAS. 1

W. I, Lancaster to be postmaster at Bowie, Tex,, in place of
J. 8. Wells. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1915,

Osceola G. Wilson to be postmaster at Nixon, Tex., Office be-
came presidential January 1, 1916,

TTAH.

Willinm A. Jones to be postmaster at Spanish Fork, Utal., in
place of L. O. Lawrence. Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 15, 1916.

VIRGINTA.

William A. Coates to be postmaster at South Washington, Va.
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

John L. Henley to be postmaster at Tappahannock, Va. Office
became presidential January 1, 1916.

WASHINGTON.

Eugene J. Edson to be postmaster at Coulee City, Wash.
Office became presidential October 1, 1915.

J. T. Harris to be postmaster at Ridgefield, Wash.. in place
of J. W. Blackburn, Incumbent’s commission expires February
13, 1916.

U. Kirby Lail to be postmaster at Sunnyside, Wash., in place
of George Vetter., Incumbent’s commission expirves Felruary
21, 1916.

Thomas MecIntyre to be postmaster at Burlington, Wash., in
place of W. O. Gregory. Incumbent's commission expires Feb-
ruary 21, 1916.

Cleora Steele to be postmaster at Hartline, Wasl.
came presidential October 1, 1915.

WEST VIRGIXTA.

John L. Evans to be postmaster at Summersville, W. Va,
Office became presidential January 1, 1916.

Thomas W. Gocke to be postmaster at Piedmont, W. Va., in
place of G. T. Goshorn. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb-
ruary 21, 1916.

Oftice be-
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Walter E. Reeves to be postmaster
became presidential January 1, 1816.

WYOMING,

William H. Cazier to be postmaster at Afton, Wyo. Office
became presidential January 1, 19186.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Ezeculive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 13, 1916.
APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE.

William H. Clare to be appraiser of merchandise in customs
collection district No. 89.

Pusric HEALTH SERVICE.
Rupert Blue to be Surgeon General.
Jupae MunicipALn Court.

George . Aukam to be a judge of the municipal counrt of
the Distriet of Columbia.

ProMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Lieut. Julius C. Townsend to be a lieutenant commander.
Midshipman: Robert M: Fortson to be an: ensign.

First Lient. Samuel: W. Bogan to be a captain in the Marine:|:

Corps.
The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters:
Francis J, Wilson.
Herbert Duthie.
Herbert Van €. Wetmore.
James: G. McPherson.
Stephen L. Lovett:
Albert G. Merrill.
William R. Thomas.

POSTMASTERS,
LOUISIANA,.
Stacy Elizabeth Ober, Ferriday.
J. E. Ray, Boyce. :
PENNSYLVANIA,
George H. Powelson, Midway.
: VERMONT.

John H. Donnelly, Vergennes.
WEST VIRGINTA.
Mrs. Maurice R. Walker, Bramwell.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
TauURsDAY, January 13, 1916,
The House met at 12 o'clock noen.

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered: the fol- |!

lowing prayer:

Almighty God, our lieavenly Father, we turn to Thee in
fervent prayer -for gnidance in this hour of distress. Move
Thou, we beseech Thee, upon the hearts of the strong, pure,
noble, brave men. of our Republic that they may devise ways
and means by which the rights of every American citizen may
be protected on land and on sea against the greed, rapine, and

murder. of lawless men, whether under the pretext of war or |

imaginary wrongs.,

We pray for a patriotism which shall 1ift us above parties,
creeds, and selfish desires, that life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness may be maintained and uplield under the Stars and
Stripes for the sake of humanity, justice, and purity. In His
name. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and |

approved.
BRIDGE. ACROSS BACK RIVER, GA.
Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. Speaker——
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman, from
Georgin rise?

Mr. EDWARDS. TFor the purpose, Mr. Speaker, of submitting |

a unanimous-consent request. There is a bill introduced by
myself, H: R. 7611, which has been favorahly reported by the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, for the ‘purpose
of permitting the Seaboard Air Line Railwa;y to build a bridge
across the Back River at Savannah, Ga.
consideration and passage.

at' Bethany, W. Va. Office

I ask for its present ||

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani-
!mous consent for the present consideration of the bill, whieh the
Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 7611) authorizi the beaboard Alr Line Rallway Co., &
rnt!tm to construct, n and operate a bridge or brldges
maches thereto across what is known as * Back ck River,” &
art u the Savannah River, at a point between Jasper County,
C., and Chatham County, Ga.

Bc it enacted, efc., That the Seabeard Air Line Railway Co., a con-
solidated corporation organized under t‘he laws of the State of V!rg‘img
and other States of the United States of Ameriea, its successors and

gns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge or bridges and approaches thereto across what is
known as Back River, a part of thc vannah River, near the city of
Savannah, Ga., at or near the plantation of J. Lyna
Jasper Connty. 8. €., to the shore opposite thereto in Chatham Coun
Ga., at a point sulta.ble to the interests of navigation, and in accol
ance with the provislons of an act entitled “An act fo regulate the
construction: of bridges over navigable waters,”” approved March 23,
1906, and all amendments thereof

See. 2, That the right to alter; nmend or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

Also, the following committee amendments were read:

Amend, on page 1, line 3, by striking out, after the word ¢ Virginia,”
t.I:n following :

“And other States of the United States of America.”

Amend, on imge 1, line 7, after the word * bridge,” by striking out the
words “ or bridges.”

mend, on. page 2, in line 5. by striking out, after the word “ six,”
“and all' amendments

Amend, on 1 in llne 3 by striking out, after the word “a™
the word * mgﬁe
i Amend, on line 6, by atriking out the words “ they are " and substitute
l.n lien thereof the word *is.”
| Mr. MANN. Reserving the: right to object, Mr: Speaker, I
'have not objected to unanimons consent for the consideration of
\these bridge bills, which have been accumulating for months, so
far:as the necessity for them was concerned, and I shall not
|object to: the consideration of this bill at this time. But here-
nafter unless matters come up for unanimous consent which are
.actual]y an emergency, I «;hal] object unless they come up on
‘unanimous-consent day.
| Mr. LANGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not
objeet to the next one.
| Mr. MANN. I will. It can go over until the next unanimous--
consent day. )
| The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state to all! Members

-t}mt there is a Unanimous Consent: Calendar; and it comes up:

[next Monday. These reeognitions for unanimous consent are:
lin coniravention of the rule that made that calendar, and gen-
'tlemen who have these bridge bills hiad best get busy thjsmornlng:
'and put them on' the Unanimous Consent Calendar:

{ Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill?

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the:

irlght to object, I wonld like to:ask my colleague from Georgia,
{merely in: the interests: of navigation, whether this bridge is
jabove or below: the city of Savannah?

Mr. EDWARDS. You might say that it is opposite. It is:

{across Back River. It does not cross the navigable:channel, I
‘will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There is a large development
zoing on there now. This will not: affect the navigation?

| Mr. EDWARDS. Not at all. This is not aeross the main
{river. This is across a branch, or-slough; that can not be used
| for navigation.

| Mr. MOORE of Penusylvania. And: it is satisfactory to the
department ¥

| Mr. EDWARDS. Certainly.

| Mr. STAFFORD. And there isno objection there?-

| Mr. EDWARDS. Notat all. The local people there want it.
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of
1

{

the bill?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on xgmelng to the amend-
‘ments.
| The amendments were agreed: to;
The LEill' as amended was: ordered: to. beengrossa(l and read a
‘third time, was read the third time, and passed.
i On motion of Mr. ApamsoN, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill'was passed was laid on the table..

MESSAGE FROM THE SERATE.

A message from:the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks,
announced. that the Senate had' passed House bills of the fol-
lowing titles without amendment:

H:R.320. An act to authorize the county of Bonner, Idaho,
to: construetia bridge across: Pend Oreille River; and-

H. R. 775. An act granting the consent of Congress to J. P.

l:l’ums:and others to constroct ene or more bridges across the
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Chattahoothee River between the counties of Coweta and Car-
roll, in the State of Georgia.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House was
requested :

S. 2521, An act legalizing certain conveyances heretofore made
by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the State
of Nevada.

; REFERENCE OF SENATE BILT.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV the following Senate bill was
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee
on the Public Lands:

§. 2521, An act legalizing certain conveyances heretofore made
by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the State
of Nevada.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDEXT OF THE UNITED STATES.

A message, in writing, from the President of the United
States was communicated to the House of Representatives, by
Mr. Sharkey, one of his secretaries, who also informed the
House of Representatives that the President had, on the follow-
ing dates, approved and signed bill and joint resolutions of the
folowing titles:

_December 17, 1915:

8. J. Res. 88. Joint resolution to transfer the Government ex-

hibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the |

Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes.-
" December 18, 1815:

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution extending the time for filing
the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal
Relations between the District of Columbia and the United
States; and A

S.090. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co.
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Alle-
gheny River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa.

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE.

:Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 10 minutes in order to answer what I
consider to be an attack against me that was printed in the
CoxcressioNALn Recorp on the Tth of January.

*Mr. FERRIS. 'Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker,
would not the gentleman from the Philippines just as soon have
the time yielded to him after we get into committee?

- Mr. QUEZON. Yes. I would not have any objection to that,
Mr. Speaker, but I suppose the gentleman who is credited with
having written this article will want to answer me immediately,
and I do not know whether he would be able to get the time as
soon as I am through speaking.

Mr. AUSTIN. I will get time if you get time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the benefit of all
concerned that the matter that the gentleman from the Philip-
pines has is in the nature of a question of personal privilege.
Of course, not being a Member of the House, he can not get it.
He has asked unanimous consent. Is there objection?

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the other day when we were fixing
time for general debate on the water-power bill we took into
consideration time for the gentleman from the Philippines. I
think that ought to be sufficient.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in answer to the
statement made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx],
that they took into consideration the time that the gentleman
from the Philippines [Mr. QuezonN] desires to use in addressing
the House; they took into consideration also the fact that I
perhaps would want an opportunity to answer the gentleman,
did they not?

-Mr. MANN. We did.

Mr, AUSTIN. Very well.

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr, Speaker, I could not hear the remark
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MaNx].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois——

- Mr. SLAYDEN. I could not hear the gentleman from Illinois,
and I do not know how it might affect a request that I am going
to make to be allowed 10 or 12 minutes.

Mr. MANN. I do not think the gentleman will have any
frouble in getting the time from the gentleman from Oklahoma
[Mr. FERRIS].

The SPREAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers to
give to the gentleman from the Philippines any time he wants.

Mr. MANN. We have reachied that stage in the proceedings
where we have business on hand, and gentlemen will have to
take the opportunity of addressing the House, in the main, in
Committee of the Whole. 1

The SPEAKER. Is there objection, or does the gentleman
withdraw his request?

- Mr. MILLER of Minnesota rose. ]
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from
Minnesota rise?
Mr. MILLER of Minnesota.
object.
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object?
Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I do not object.
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Masx]
objected.
The SPEAKER. TIs the gentleman from Minnesota objecting?
Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. He is not. He is reserving the
right to object.
Mr, FITZGERALD. Did the gentleman from Iilinois object?
The SPEAKER. Yes; the gentleman from Illinois has already
objected. e exercised his right.
Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. . 406.

LEAYE OF ABSENCE.

" Mr. Lo¥t, by unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Cosny,
was granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account of illness
in his family.

I rise to reserve the right to

COAL AXND OIL LEASES,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FErrrs]
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration:
of the bill H. R. 406. The question is on agreeing to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Curror]
will take the chair. b g

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider-
ation of the bill H. R. 406, known as the coal and oil leasing
bill, with Mr. Currop in the chair. i

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration
of the bill H. R, 406, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows : :

A bill (H. R. 4006
coal, phosi:hate. oll, ;a;'.o pg‘tlgtg?!::'g 35”;33&3.“ S PRL SaeeTan ot

Mr. FERRIS, Ifr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes to the gentle-
man from Mississippi [Mr. Harrison].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from DMississippi [Alr.
Hazrrsox] is recognized for 40 minutes,

RIGHTS OF NEUTRAL NATIONS TO EXPORT ARMS AND Mﬁh"TlB.\'S OF WAR
TO BELLIGERENTS.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, during the last few days
there has been much discussion on the floor of the House touch-
ing the policy of this country in allowing arms and munitions
of war to be exported to belligerent nations. In the discussion
of that question, as well as other questions concerninz our
foreign policy, some gentlemen in the heat of debate have said
some things which to some of us it seems would have been bet-
ter if left unsaid. My good friend, the gentleman from Mnassa-
chusetts [Mr. GarpNERr], able, courteous, and courageous, an
adept at all times in * starting something,” by his remarks of
last week so aroused many Representatives to a defense of
their constituents that this Chamber has resounded with ora-
tory and eloqucnce has poured forth as streams run down the
mountain side, extolling the character and patriotism of their
respective constituencies,

You will pardon me if at this particular time, when our inter-
national situation is strained and delicate, I venture the sug-
gestion that it is the part of wisdom not to transform private
opinions into public utterances. I have no doubt that each
Representative here is equally as zealous as every other Rep-
resentative of the rights of their constituents and as sincere in
gen- admiration of the good qualities and good intentions of

em.

I am quite sure that gentlemen on this floor representing in
part German constituences are as much in love with the patriotic
Germans in their districts as is the gentleman from Massachu-

setts with those sturdy New Englanders who live in his district

and have seen fit to return him to this House term after term.
Mr. Chairman, I think ecases are quite rare when one American
citizen, be he of German or French or English extraction, has
any feeling or prejudice against American citizens of different
extraction ; and while possibly some constitnents of foreign birth
or parentage have their own preference among the nations at
war in Europe, I believe, like the President of the United States,
that they are few indeed who, in case of war between this coun-
try and a foreign country, would fail to put America first.
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But, sirs, views expressed by Representatives on this floor, as
well as in the other end of the Capitol, are ofttimes exaggerated
by the press, and very likely interpreted wrongly by people of
other countries. Speeches made upon this floor, criticizing the
foreign policy of this Government, are very likely to create in
the public mind of foreign nations a very erroneous idea as to
the true sentiment and attitude of the American people. And,
sirs, may I be permitted to say to those who are prone fo attack
the foreign policy of this Government, while you may tickle the
fancy and win the applause of your respective constituents by
taking issue with the men who are directing the foreign affairs
of this conntry, and criticizing their action, you at the same time
are clogging the diplomatic wheels of this administration and em-
barrassing those officials in carrying out and making successful
our foreign policy. E

No fact connected with the war across the waters is more
manifest than that the dissension and discord among the people
of England and the criticism directed at the officials in charge of
that Government has materially affected the success of English
arms. It has been food for the central powers and a tonic to
solidify and encourage and enthuse their soldiers in the trenches,

No nation in times of war can obtain success without harmoni-
ous, united action upon the part of all the people. Harmonious
and united action is likewise conducive to diplomatic success.

" This Government has laid down in a most admirable document
its policy respecting the exportation of arms and munitions of
war to belligerent nations, and speeches on this floor criticizing
that policy and accepting the views of foreign nations opposed to
it are but giving encouragement to those foreign nations and
crippling the sincere and impartial efforts of this Government
in maintaining a most just and fair and correct neutral policy.

Because the policy of this Government in refusing to prohibit

the exportation of arms and munitions of war to belligerents
has been assailed by gentlemen on this floor, I desire to address
myself particularly to that subject.
" I lay it down as an incontrovertible proposition that with
hardly an exception neutral countries which have prohibited free
trade in arms and munitions of war with belligerents have done
so for one or the other of four reasons: First, in order to discour-
age insurrections and re«bellions, and assist in the maintenance
of law and order and stable government. Secondly, in order to
prevent a future enemy from acquiring munitions of war or
resources to carry on a war against the nation invoking the
order, Thirdly, to conserve the military strength of the country.
Fourthly, to comply with treaty stipulations.

In the first class 1 might cite the case of Prussia in prohibit-
ing arms and munitions of war being exported into Poland that
revolutions and insurrections might be put down in that country,
or I might cite the action of this Government during the admin-
istration of Mr, Taft and Mr. Wilson respecting the insurrection
in Mexico. Under the second class I refer to the fact that the
Christians in olden times enjoined the enemies of all christen-
dom from obtaining arms and implements of war. The Romans
in the early ages prevented in times of peace the sale of war
materials to barbarians as eventual and future enemies of Rome,

Under the third class I might cite the case of Austria and

Belgium, as well as other nations, which during the Franco-
Prussian War prohibited the exportation of horses to the
 belligerent nations, this object being to conserve the horses
of their own country. Why, sirs, in 1862 in our own United
States President Lincoln issued this order: * Ordered that no
arms, ammunition, or munitions of war be allowed to be ex-
ported from the United States until further ordered,” and so
forth. This action was to conserve the strength of the Union
armies and the resources of the North.
. Under the fourth class T might cite the fact that as far back
as the beginning of the fourteenth century, when commercial
relations between individuals began to be developed and the
princes, seeing that they had greatly benefited from the com-
mercial enterprises of their subjects, began to negotiate with
foreign princes and enter into treaty agreements that in the
event of war a contracting nation would not aid nor sueccor the
enemy of the other contracting nation. It was an unfair cus-
tom, because it operated to strengthen larger nations at the
expense of smaller nations.

England in 1353 bound up by a treaty the Iberian seacoast
cities that in the event of war between England and one of the
nations of the world these Iberian seacoast cities were pre-
vented from selling anything to the enemies of England that
might aid them in the war.

Such unfair propositions were found, too, in the Spanish-
England treaty of 1604, the English-Dutch treaty of 1654,

the Franco-Danish treaty of 1663, the English-Danish treaty
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of 1670, the Franco-Hamburg treaty of 1769, and the Franco-
Mecklenburg treaty of 1779.

These positions were so palpably unfair and partial and
unjust that the practice has long since been abandoned and dis-
carded by the nations of the world.

It has been the policy of nations and the recognized rule of
international law that the subjeets of neutral countries have the
right to export arms and munitions of war to belligerent
nations. In the war for American independence France refused
to comply with the request of England to prohibit the exporta-
tion of arms to Awmerica. In 1793 the United States refused
to comply with the wish of England that the former prohibit
her citizens from selling arms to French agents; and in that
controversy it is interesting to note the note of the then Secre-
tary of State, Thomas Jefferson, who declared:

Our citizens have always been free to make, vend, and export arms;
it is the constant occupation and livelihood of some of them. To sup-
ress thelr callings—the only means perhaps of thelr subsistence—
ecause a war exists in foreign and distant country in which we have

no _concern would scarcely be expected. It would hard In principle
g,n_d impossible In practice.

Mr. Charles Lee, as Attorney General of the United States, in
January, 1796, in giving an opinion on this question, said:

If the individual citizens of the United States carry on a contraband
commerce with either of the belligerent powers, neither can charge it
upon the government of the neutral nation as a departure from neu-
trality, and it is not considered as a duty imposed upon a nation by a
state of neutrality to prevent its seamen from employing themselves in
contraband trade, nor are there to be shown any instances where o
neutral nation has exercised or attempted to exercise its authority in
restraining practices or employments of this kind.

The same position was taken shortly afterwards by the English
Government, when, owing to the Greco-Turkish War of 1826,
the Duke of Wellington demanded the prohibition of the expor-
tation of contraband, and Mr. Canning officially said that the
shipment of arms to belligerents was not against the law and
that it could not be prohibited at all by the English Government.

In 1842 Daniel Webster, as Secretary of State, in a diplomatie
controversy between this Government and Mexico, said:

Trade In articles contraband of war is carried on at the risk of those
engaged in it, under the liabilities and es E bed by the law
of nations or particular treaties. If it true, therefore, that citizens
of the United SBtates have been engaged in commerce by which Texas,
an enemy of Mexico, has been supplied with arms and munitions of war,
the Government of the United States nevertheless was not bound to pre-
vent it, could not have prevented it without a manifest departure from
the principles of neutrality, and is in nowlse answerable for the con-
sequences,

In December, 1855, President Pierce, in his message to Con-
gress, said:

The laws of the United States do not forbid their citizens to sell to
either of the belligerent powers articles contraband of war; and al-
though in so doing the individual eitizen exposes his qropem or person
to some of the hazards of war, his acts do not involve any breach of
national neutrality nor of themselves implicate the Government.

And again, at the beginning of the Franco-Prussian War, U. S.
Grant, as President of the United States, declared in his procla-
mation of August 22, 1870, that the laws of the United States
did not interfere with trade in arms and munitions with bel-
ligerent nations.

Let me cite you, sirs, to the further fact that Prussia during
the Civil War refused to prohibit her citizens from exporting
arms and munitions of war to the North or the South, because
at that time the representative of the Prussian Government
said it would interfere with their trade and commerce. It was
during this war that a most flourishing trade in arms with
Germany was carried on, because Germany at that time was
well supplied with breech-loading guns, which had become
superfluous in Germany owing to the introduction of a new
make of gun, and they found their way into parts of the North
in exchange for the gold of this country.

In 1868 the English Admiralty judge, Lushington, in his offi-
cial capacity said:

A belligerent has no right to say to a neutral, ** You shall help me to
strengthen mf rights as a belligerent by restricting your own ?recdcml
gng] rez making unlawful your own w which was mnot unlawful

2 . >

And in this connection, Mr. Chairman, it is quite interesting
to note the controversy over this question between England and
Germany. Germany requested England, through her ambassa-
dor, to cease the sale and shipment of munitions of war into
France and stated in support of her contention, as shown in
the memorandum of September 1, 1870, * that France had ma-
liciously violated the peace between the two countries without
any good reason, while Germany was fighting for a good eause,”
and further stated, *“although the shipment of arms to bel-
ligerents was in strict form of neutrality, yet the German
nation had a right to expect of England under the circum-
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stanees at least a favoring attitude,” insisting, as revealed by
the note, * that it was beyond human comprehension that she
would not take sides with one party or the other in a struggle
like the present one.” * What is the use of fighting, right or
wrong, in tlie eyes of the world,” says the German memoran-
dum, “if the world remains indifferent to the justice of the
ecause?™ To this note the HEnglish ambassador replied that
Germany was asking her to do something that she (Germany)
had failed to do in the Crimean War, namely, failed to prohibit
the exportation of arms and munifions of war from Germany
to Russio.

The German ambassador replied that a different political
situantion was then involved, saying that—

Then there was not a struggle of life and death between two powers
of equal importance, but a war in a distant territory and for remote
interests, a war of four against one, in which the ma existence of
England was not jeopardized.

Eugland refused at that time to place an embargo on ship-
ments of arms and munitions of war into France; but it is in-
deed interesting to note the arguments then advanced by the
ambassador of Germany in support of Germany’s right to ex-
pert arms and munitions of war into Russia and the contention
now advaneed by some-in this country as well as some foreign
Governments that this country should change its poliey at this
time in the exportation of arms and munitions of war fo the
belligerents.

Mr. STERLING. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HARRISON, Yes.

Mr. STERLING. What did Germany do in the Spanish-
American War? Did Germany sell munitions of war fo Spain?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; Germany in the Spanish-American
War did traffic in arms and munitions of war, even though at
that time she was a neutral power.

Mr. STERLING, Did this country request them not to do so?

Mr. HARRISON. It did not.

And in following the practices of neutral nations in the ex-
portation of arms and munitions of war to belligerents down
to the present day we find that Germany and Austria and Eng-
land, as well as many other of the European nations, during
the Russo-Turkish War exported to a more or less extent arms
and munitions of war te one or the other of the belligerents.

In the Russo-Japanese War, as well as in the war between
Italy and Turkey, again Germany and Ausiria and England sold
to either one or the other of the warring nations. In the Balkan
War no industries flourished gquite as much nor greater wealth
from any other source came to Germany as through the manu-
facture and sale of arms and munitions of war to one or the
other of the Balkan States. And again, sirs, in the Boer War,
while England, the proud and strong, patrolled the coasts of
southern Afriea, preventing the heroic Boers from obtaining
munitions of war from any nation, Germany as well as other
neuntral powers exported arms and munitions of war to this
mighty mistress of the seas.

And so it has been, Mr. Chairman, that throughout the his-
tory of nations, by precedent on precedent, the very correct pol-
iey now being pursued by this Government respecting the ex-
portation of arms and munitions of war to belligerents has been
upheld, and it seems to me, in view of this array of precedents
showing the unbroken eustom of neutral nations, that it is going
very far indeed for citizens of America to criticize and find fault
with this, the established policy of the Government.

I shall not devote any time in this presentation to a discus-

sion of a change of our established policy being construed by any
nation now at war as an unneutral act, but I am very clearly
of the opinion that where nations have relied on the custom of
neutral nations to practice freedom of trade in arms and muni-
tions of war with belligerents, if that custom should be chianged
in time of war—during a war—it counld be construed, and with
more justification, as an unneutral act than for a belligerent
to construe our present policy as one of unneutrality.
' Neither shall I devote in this presentation any time to a
discussion of the guestion whether a change from our present
policy would necessitate a constant preparedness for war on our
part. Suffice it to say that I am quite sure if we as a Nation
knew that in ease of war we would be prevented from buying
arms and munitions of war from the neutral nations of the
world, that the people of America would demand from us an
adequate supply of war material, to be eontinually manufactured
and constantly kept on hand. The question of preparedness
would then, in my opinion, be a livelier and greater question
before the American people than is now dreamed of by the
most radieal militarists,

But, Mr. Chairman, there are other reasons than those I
have already stated why a change in our policy on this im-

portant question would be embarrassing and confusing. In the
first place, the question would be asked, What would you in-
clude in the term * contraband of war™? The nations of the
world have never been able to agree on what is contraband of
war. The nearest approach to it was embodied in the declara-
tion of London ; but that declaration was never ratified by all of
the great nations of the world, and could not be applied in this
immediate case. [

* What a gentleman from Missouri might desire to include in
the list as contraband articles might not meet the approval of
other Representatives here. He would doubtless feel that horses
and mules from Missouri, for instance, which are in
the conduct of a war, should not be ineluded in the list of
things contraband of war. He would certainly feel the same
interest relative to protecting, in so far as his constituents sell
at a profit, that which they are most interested in, as I would
be desirous—or any other Member on the floor of this House
would be desirous—of preventing an embargo on some things
raised or articles made in my district which are used in modern

There is hardly anything now raised or made that does not
enter more or less info modern warfare. Things which to-day
are innoecent may become to-morrow indispensable for war pur-
poses. The marvelous development of chemistry and mechanics
make - the greatest revolutions in the technique of
war in the shortest time.

One of the important questions with which we have had to
contend since the war has been the British order in council plac-
ing cotton on the eontraband list. Due to that action alone, the
section from which I hail has lost on its cotton crop alone hun-
dreds of millions of dollars. I am quite sure, therefore, that
the people of my section are more interested in having the em-
bargo lifted from cotton, so that it ecan move into all the ports
of the world, than they are in seeing legislation enacted that
would further hamper its sale and eripple the industry.

And what applies to cotton in my section applies with equal
force to those sections which produce copper and coal and iron
are and foodstuffs, or from those sections that raise horses and
mules and cattle, or those that manufacture aeroplanes, auto-
mobiles, cannon and other arms and munitions of war.

Buf, Mr. Chairman, greater confusion than this would arise
if, because of the strength of the allies’ navy, this embargo
should be ordered to insure equality among the warring nations ;
then, as very aptly stated by the Secretary of State in his note

-to Austrin-Hungary on August 22, 1915, it could be contended

with egual fairness that— "

A belligerent who lacks the necessary munitions to contend success-
mﬁlg on land ought to be permitted to purchase them from neutrals,
while a belligerent with an abundance of war stores or with the power
to produce them should be debarred from such traflic.

It would, sirs, compel this country to sit in judgment and
study and watch every movement of every army of the belliger-
ents to keep aceurately the number of men enlisted, furloughed.
killed, captured, or wounded ; the amount of arms and ammuni-
tion manufactured, imported, used, captured, or destroyed; to
ascertain the condition of crops, the amount of land tilled,
products raised, and goods manufactured or imported; in short,
to keep informed about everything and every incident that might
weaken or strengthen one or the other of the contending forces,
so that this country, then, in order to show perfect fairness and
equality of action might make or rescind orders that would
either strengthen or weaken the resources of the belligerent
nations.

It would—

As very pertinently stated by Seeretary Lansing—
involve this Nation in a mass of lexities which wounld obscure the
whole field of Iinternational obliga produce economic confusiom,
and deprive all commerce and industry of legitimate fields of enterprise.

Sirs, the best course for this Nation as a neutral power to
pursue is the course which it has pursued, namely, respecting
all the rights of belligerents, but demanding under established
international law the observance of every neutral right. [Ap-
plause.]

Sirs, speaking not as a partisan but as an American, I have
faith and confidence in the judgment and wisdom and patriotism
of President Wilson and Seeretary of State Lansing, and as
one member of the Foreign Affairs Committee of this House. L
shall never vote for, but shall persistently oppose, the enactment
of any law that would prohibit the freedom of this a neutral
Nation in the exportation of arms and munitions of war to the

t nations of the world. [Applause.]

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from

Texas [Mr. ScaypeN] not more than 15 minutes.
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, because I do not like the
society of powder magazines, nor association with dynamite
bombs, it has been with great reluctance that I have got my own
consent to say a few words about conditions in Mexico, condi-
tions which I am convineced are loaded to overflowing with dan-
ger and trouble.

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the depressing influence which I
feel to-day, and which reminds me of those days just preceding
the Spanish War, when there was the same nervous, tense
anxiety in this House that there is to-day, is not well founded.
It is because I do not like to handle such dangerous subjects,
AMr. Chairman, and, further, because I always try to compress
to an irreducible minimum whatever I have to say in this House
that I have reduced my few remarks, which will take but a few
minutes, to writing.

I think the conference between the Secretary of State and
the diplomatic representatives of six Spanish-American Govern-
ments did well to advise the recognition of Venustiano Car-
ranza as the head of whatever government exists in Mexico and
that the President did the proper—and at the time the only pos-
sible thing—in adopting the suggestion.

Since the enforeced retirement of Hueria Mexico has been
the bloody theater of contending factions, doing all sorts of
cerimes, from assaults on women and murder to the looting of
banks, all in the name of liberty. It was an intolerable con-
dition, and some one had to be recognized. Somewhere and on
some one the responsibilities of government had to lodge. The
choiee lay between Carranza and Villa, the unspeakable,

Since these troubles began, Mr, Chairman, I have tried to do
my duty as a citizen and a Representative in Congress by keep-
ing quiet and leaving the whole matter in the hands of the
President and the Secretary of State. I have been silent even
when I thought serious mistakes were being made, and have
not hesitated to express my approval after the fact when 1
thought the right thing had been done. I am not.on my feet
to-day for the purpose of criticizing anyone. I am venturing to
speak a few words to-day because I feel that it is a duty I owe
my State, my section of the State, the people of the border,
and my conscience. In a broader way, sir, it is a duty I owe
the whole country, for I shall venture a warning, which, if
heeded, may avoid trouble for the people of Maine as well as
the people of Texas, Arizona, and California.

Horrors in Mexico are cumulative. Who has forgotten the
outrages at Durango, when a city was destroyed; the murders
in the Cumbre Tunnel, when innocent men, women, and children
were shot, burned, and suffocated by a bandit who, on the
border, was known to be a confederate in crime of Doroteo
Arango, otherwise and worse known as Pancho Villa? Some
of you may have forgotten that the particular thief and mur-
derer who executed this horror fled to the United States, where
he was arrested and confined in a stockade at Fort Bliss, which
is near El Paso. In this so-called imprisonment he was better
fed and eared for than ever in his whole worthless and criminal
life, and after a few months was released.

Americans have been murdered singly and in squads. They
have been shot when going peacefully about their business in
Mexico and even on their own territory. They have mysteri-
ously disappeared and never been heard of again, Those of us
who live on or near the border have a distinet idea of their
fate.

They have even invaded our territory under military command,
and with a semblance of organization, killing Americans and
stealing their property. g

Mr. Chairman, the people of the border have been patient under
an unparalleled series of outrages. They do not want war with
Mexico, but they do want security for their lives and property.
Their patience is nearly exhausted, and if some relief, absolute,
reliable, and continued, is not quickly given them they may not
always remain patient. Their anger is great and growing. I
deplore any rash action on their part, and I sincerely, fervently
hope there will be none, but he must be blind who ean not see
the danger.

I believe in Pan Americanism. I have pleaded for it for
years. I believe that it will, when properly developed and faith-
fully lived up to, bring a better understanding and more cordial
relations. I believe that a corollary of it will be an effective
means of preventing the recurrence of such conditions as those
that have disgraced and ruined Mexico. When the internal
affairs of any Republic in either of the Amerieas become a
seandal and a nuisance, when the offensive odors of them eross
international lines, and the cries of the victims fall on the
ears of neighbors, threatening the peace of other countries, a
Pan-Ameriean union could and should end them.

- The Pan-American spirit is new. As yet it is a sentiment,
But it can be quickly translated into international law, which
so often has been born of circumstances and-the necessities of
humanity. It has come much earlier than expected, but has not
the time actually arrived when, if peace is to be maintained, it
should be invoked and vigorously applied?

Again I say that horror piled on horror, crime treading on the
heels of crime, have exhausted the patience of the people of
the border States, and they will be satisfied with nothing short
of the capture and execution of the murderers of the 16 Amer-
fcans who are the latest vietims of anarchy which has gone on
for five years. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, there is an ugly story, in connection with this
crime, to the effect that these Americans, who were going back
fo Mexico to their regular work and who relied on the de facto
government for protection, asked for and were refused a military
escort. I hope it is not true. If it is, it will show that the
Government of Mexico is indifferent to its obligations, unfaithful
to the trust we gave them with recognition.

There is also a story, and this I believe, that Villa gave an
order a few weeks ago to his bandit followers *“to kill all
Americans, burn and loot.” Whether he gave the order or not
it has been done.

Again I venture to say that the rising anger of Americans on
the border is dangerous and can not be trifled with. [Applause.]

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr. Quezox].

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, on January 7 there was in-
serted in the Senate proceedings in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD
an article alleged to have been written by a Member of this
House, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Austin]. On the
following day the distinguished Senator who had had this
article inserted requested—and the request was granted by the
Senate—that the paragraph of this article which refers to me
be stricken from the permanent Recorp. To this paragraph I
wish fo call the attention of the House. The paragraph says:

The Governor General, the other part ¢f the lawmaking and appoint-
ing machine, has publicly proclaimed his Indebtedness to MANUEL
QuEzox for his ap ?ntment, and Quezox is the leader of the movement
to throw off so-called American * opipression and tryanny,” and is the
aceredited custodian of the Philippine campaign fund, said to reach
many thousands of dollars, collected in the islands for some time from
the servants, clerks, officeholders, merchants, and others to * influence
Congress " to pass the Jones or any other old bill providing for “ inde-
pendence.” Money can not put legislation through Congress, and any
statement that it is used to control Senators or Members is a slander
to our national lawmakers and an imposition upon the innocent and
confiding ones who give up thelr hard-earned money for sald purpose.
The Congress would render a public service, vindicate its Members,
and protect hundreds of poor, needy, and innocent ple by putting
an end to the collection of this fund to * influence ngress.”! An in-
vestigation should be made to ascertain all the facts, who originated
the scheme, the names and occupations of all subseribers, whether
voluntary or forced contributions, the amounts, method of collection,
how the funds are distributed, and names of persons to whom
paid, ete.

Myr. Chairman, I confess that what I have read sounds
rather ugly to me; but, being conscious of my limited knowl-
edge of the intricacies of the English language, I am withhold-
ing judgment until T am positive that I know the impression
that was intended to be conveyed to the reader by the author
of these statements. Is it alleged or suggested that I or any
cther person authorized by me or any other person, with my
knowledge, was engaged in collecting money in the Philippine
Islands avowedly for the purpose of using this money to con-
trol Senators and Representatives? Is it nlleged or suggested
that any person in the Philippine Islands, under my authority
or with my knowledge, has been collecting funds, informing
the people from whom this money was collected that such funds
were to be used in the United States for the purpose of con-
trolling Senators and Representatives, and that I, knowing that
this money has been so collected, have taken that money, kept
it in my possession, used it for that purpose, or for my own
personal ends, or have not used it at all?

Mr, Chairman, T have been holding the position of Resident
Commissioner for the last five years, and I can say before God
and man that my hand and my conscience are not only clean
of any stain of improper conduct in the performance of my
duties, but that I have done everything that I could to pro-
mote the interest that I was called upon to defend as I saw the
path indicated by my duty. [Applause.] I want to know if
now or ever I have done anything with Members of either
House of this Congress that would indieate that I was attempt-
ing unduly to influence their minds in favor of the cause that I
am representing here? If it is an improper action to argue
with Members of Congress my views on the Philippine question,
if it is Illegitimate for me to act toward Members of Congress
as one gentleman should act toward another, then I confess
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most willingly that I am guilty of improper action. If it is a
crime to come here and advocate independence or any other
policy that in my opinion should be advocated in the interest of
my people, if it is a crime to propagate my views, if if is a
crime to appeal to the hearts and minds of Members, then I am
euilty. But, Mr. Chairman, if there is any suggestion that I
have endeavored to promote the cause that I represent by
attempting improperly to influence Members of Congress by the
use of money or in any other way, if there be such suggestions,
I want to say that it is a slander upon me without the slightest
foundation in fact. [Applause.]

There is a committee in the Philippine Islands composed of
men prominent in their professions, in business, and in the
government service which for some time has been collecting
money, and the treasurer of this committee is Mr. Thomas Earn-
shaw, a brother of my colleagne, the other Resident Commis-
sioner from the Philippine Islands, who is a wealthy and an
honest man. Actually the amount of money collected monthly
amounts to about the large sum of $500. This money was col-
lected for the purpose of sending out literature to propagate
the views of those who believed in Philippine independence.
Is it improper to use money for the purpose of informing the
American people as to conditions really existing in the Philip-
pine Islands? The only thing wrong about it, I think, Mr.
Chairman, is that the sum is so ridiculously small in amount
that very little can be done with it. I wish that instead of
$500 a month we had thousands of dollars a month. We then
could and would be sending books to every household in this
country, written by eminent and distinguished Filipinos, es-
pecially the books of Dr. Rizal, so that the American people
might know that there are intelligent and able men in the
Philippine Islands. We could and would have been sending
photographs to every corner of this country, not of naked
Igorots, which have been freely distributed in the past, leading
the American people to believe that we are all naked, un-
civilized men in the Philippine Islands, but photographs of our
wonderful and old churches, that speak of our Christian civiliza-
tion lasting 300 years; of our schools and colleges, both during
the Spanish and the American régime, that would speak of our
education; of our heuses, that would speak of our social life.
We should be using that money not to control Members of Con-
gress but to inform the American people as to our state of
civilization and as to our desires, so that the American publie,
which in the last resort has the final voice on the Philippine
question, may intelligently pass upon that subject. Is there
anything wrong about that?

My, Chairman, I wish it could be ascertained how much
money has been expended to propagate views contrary to
Philippine independence, how much money has been expended
to issue literature describing conditions in the Philippine
Islands that contain statements reflecting upon the Filipino
people. And yet I do not criticize that campaign. Any man
has a right to present his views before the American people.

A book written two years ago by Dean C. Worcester, who was
secretary of the interior in the Philippine Islands, quite an
expensive book, which has been distributed freely throughout
this country, and Members of this House have received it, not
knowing where it came from. This book is opposed to inde-
pendence and some one paid the price for its free distribution.
Is there anything wrong about that?

AMr. Chairman, not a cent of that so-called Philippine cam-
paign fund is spent without the knowledge of my colleague [Mr.
EarxsHaw], who is sitting here, and myself, and Mr. EArx-
sHAW knows as well as I do that not a cent of that money
has been ever used or attempted to be used to control Members
of Congress of either House. [Applause.] Surely it has not
been used to enrich myself.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FERRIS. How much more time does the gentleman
wish?

Mr. QUEZON. Can I have 10 minutes more? There are
more things I would like to call to the attention of the House.

Mr. FERRIS. See if you can not conclude in five minutes.
I yield to the gentleman five minutes more, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five
minutes more.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man permit an interruption?

Mr. QUEZON. I will

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I rise to ask the gentleman from
Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], in view of the vast importance of this
subject to the gentleman whose integrity has been impeached, or
at least attacked, in the public prints repeatedly during this last
summer, and in view of the importance of the subject fo his

countrymen, 8,000 miles away, if he can not yield 10 minutes
additional at this time?

Mr. FERRIS. Mr, Chairman, I will take five minutes away
from the committee, and I will yield to the gentleman 10 min-
utes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from the Philippines is
recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. QUEZON. Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 have been in publie
life almost ever since 1 left college. I come from a very modest
family in a very small town in the Philippines. There is not a
human being in the town where I was born who does not know
me and my people. I was elected as governor of my Province in
1905. It has been repeatedly stated, and it is suggested in an-
other part of the article that I am commenting upon, that I am
a politician; meaning, I suppose, that I am very much inter-
ested in a political machine which has been promoting my polit-
ical career and whose interest I have been promoting. I can
say right here and now, in answer to all fhose attacks, that I
have never been elected to any public office by any political
machine. I was elected governor of the Province of Tayabas
as an independent candidate, and I was opposed by the two
political parties in that Province, each of which had a candi-
date of its own.

After I was elected governor I entered the Nationalist Party.
Why? It was my duty to promote the interests of my Province
and I wanted to be associated with those people who thought
as I did, whose counsels I desired, and in whose integrity and
honesty I had confidence. After having served some time as
governor 1 resigned this position to become a candidate for the
assembly. Upon presenting my candidacy to the assembly I
withdrew from the party once more, not wishing to be elected
through the use of any political machinery. 1 presenfed my
candidacy as an independent. And, Mr. Chairman, I want to
say that while I had a hard fight to become governor, because I
was not well known in my Province, I did not have to fight at
all to be elected to the assembly. Having been governor of
Tayabas for a year and a half and the people having had an
opportunity to learn all about me and my public work, I was
unanimously elected, by every voter in my district. [Applause.]
I say unanimously because my opponent received only the votes
of his immediate relatives, 20 or 30 persons.

Once in the assembly, I again joined the Nationalist Party— -
the party whose principles I believed in. I did it not because
I wanted to advance my political career, but because I could
not play a solo by myself. [Laughter.] If I was to write or
help write legislation, I had to cooperate with and have the
cooperation of those who thought as I did. After serving some
time in the assembly I was elected floor leader, and two years
later to the position I now hold. I have been twice unanimously
reelected by both houses of our legislature. It is true that I am
now and have been for some time one of the leaders of the
Nationalist Party, but I have had very little to do with the
purely local political campaigns of the party. Here is what the
article I refer to says of me on this subject:

QuezoN Is one of the Commissioners from the islands to the Ameri-

can Congress, is ver{”much in -politics, and naturally anxious to placa
as many of his partisans on the Government pay roll as possible.

It is suggested that I have been asking Gov. Gen. Harrison
to appoint my political followers in the Philippine Tslands.
Had I done this, there would have been nothing wrong about
it, but the truth is that I do not owe the governor a single
appointment. It has been stated that Gov. Gen. Harrison
publicly acknowledged his indebtedness to me for his appoint-
ment as Governor General. Nothing, Mr. Chairman, could
please me more than to be able to tell my people that I am of
such importance in this couniry that I can secure the appoint-
ment of a Governor Genernl on my mere diectum. [Applause.]
Unfortunately, I can not say that, because it is not true. To
my knowledge Gov. Gen. Harrison has never made such a state-
ment. I know he has not said it in my presence. True, he
has stated that he was gratified to learn that I was in favor
of his appeintment, Butf, Mr. Chairman, if it is true that the
opinion of the Resident Commissioner from the Philippine
Islands is consulted by the President of the United States or by
any other officer of this Government on any question of im-
portance affecting the islands, nothing could be more proper than
that they should do so. What are we supposed to be here for?
Why do we represent the Philippines in the United States?
[Applause.]

Are we supposed to come here and draw $7,500 a year, plus
$2,000 for mileage, simply to sit around and look pretty?
[Laughter.] The position of Resident Commissioner was created
by an act of the Congress of the United States for the purpose
of giving the Filipine people an opportunity to be represented
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before the departments of this Government, executive as well as
legislative. If you read the language of the law you will see
this is a fact. Is it a crime that our advice is sought? Is it
a crime for use to volunteer our opinion on matters affecting the
islands? Mvr. Chairman, I will say right now that if I am sup-
posed to be in the United States only to draw salary, and can
not express what I believe to be the rights of my people; if I
can not object to or indorse an appointment for the govern-
ment of the Philippine Islands, then I want to resign my post,
for I should be ashamed to receive my salary; I should want to
go home, because I do not see what good I could do here. [Ap-
planse,]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from the Philip-
pines has again expired.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman two
minutes.

. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for two
minutes more.

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, before I proceed any further
I want to say this: If it is suggested that I have done some-
thing wrong, or authorized anyone fo do sowething wrong, in
connection wth my work in this couniry, I shall welcome an
investigation. But I do not want to see it used to delay Philip-
pine legislation, or to divert the minds of the American people
from the real issue that is before them.

There is another statement in this article about which I
want to say a few words, and I am going to read it as fast as
I can. The gentleman from Tennessee says of me:

Having served in the revolut:onar{e:.rrmy against the United States,
we can imagine he is not sheddin s when the political guillotine
decapitates former American soldiers the interest of his political
supporters—

And so on.

Mr. Chairman, there is a suggestion here that I want to
refute. It is hinted at, that because I have served in the
Philippine Army I am holding rancor in my heart toward
American veterans. My best American friends in the Philip-
pine Islands are men against whom I fought during the war.
[Applause.] I have the greatest admiration for Americans
who, in answer to the call of their country, have gone to the
Philippine Islands and fought us, just as I believe—at least,
I hope—that those Americans admire the Filipinos who had
the courage to fight them. [Applause.] There is no rancor in
my heart. These men were doing their duty as I knew I was
doing my duty. They fried to kill me during the war, and I
tried to kill them. [Laughter.] But men who have enough
red blood in their veins to come out and fight for their country
have big enough hearts to respect those against whom they are
fighting. [Applause.]

I want to say this again: My best American friends in the
islands are Judge Ross, who was a captain of Volunteers and
a Democrat, and Maj. Hartigan, a Republican. I could recite
a long list of others, but that would take up too much of the
time of the House.

My. Chairman, my advocacy of independence is not inspired
by rancor or ill will toward Americans, but by love of freedom.
The day will yet come when it will be seen that I have bheen
a good friend of the Americans in the Philippine Islands, that
I have looked after their interests there as I am looking after
the interests of my country here., The day will yet come when it
will be demonstrated that in advocating the independence of
my country I have been moved by high motives, just as I give
credit for good motives to those who are taking an attitude
opposed to mine.

Good name in man and woman, deu' my lord,
Is the immediate jewel of their so

Who steals my purse steals trash > 'tls something, nothing;
"I'was mine, 'tis his, and has been 'slave to thousands ;

But he that filches from me my good name

Robs me of that which not enriches him

And makes me poor indeed.

[Prolonged applause.]

The ¥ \I!{.\[.\.\'. The gentleman from Oklahoma has con-
sumed nll of his thoe.

My, LEXRZOOT. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tlemai from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN].

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Austin] i recognized for 10 minutes.

Mr. AUSTIN., Mr. Chairman, I take full responsibility for
the article or letter published in the CoNGREsstoNAL RECORD
on the Tth day of the present month. I am responsible for
every page of it, every line of it, and every word of it. When
I penned it I knew I had back of it information which could
not be challenged.

I have been exceedingly careful since I have been a Member
of this House in being accurate and truthful in what I have
said to my colleagues and to the country. I have no apologies
to make for any statement in the letter or article, and when
the opportunity comes for a discussion of the Philippine bill,
then I will go more into detail.

I ask the Commissioner now who has just addressed the
House if he knows Newton W. Gilbert, of Manila?

Mr. QUEZON. I do.

Mr. AUSTIN. Is he a truthful and honorable gentleman?
Will the gentleman stand up and answer?

Mr. QUEZON. That is a question, Mr. Chairman, that I
can not answer until a concrete question as to what Newton W,
Gilbert has done or said is put to me.

Mr. AUSTIN. That is your answer, then?

Mr. QUEZON. Yes; that is my answer.

Mr. AUSTIN. He served in this House from the great State
of Indiana, and he had a clean and an honorable record. He
was afterwards appointed on account of his fitness and his
character to a high judicial office in the Philippines by Theodore
Roosevelt. Later he was made a commissioner and the vice
governor of the Philippine Islands; and if the gentleman here
representing the Philippine Islands [Mr. QuEzoN] can not testify
to his high and credibility, every honorable American
in the Philippine Islands who knows him will testify to it, and
his colleagues with whom he lately served in this House will
certify to his truthfulness and his high character.

I based this statement, to which the gentleman takes excep-
tion, on a conversation with Newton W. Gilbert, in which con-
versation he said when he asked the Resident Commissioner
[Mr. Quezon] for what purpose he was using this money, col-
lected according to the statements of Army officers, some of
whom I have known for many years, from their servants, from
merchants, officeholders, and employees of cigar factories, his
reply was that he was using it to influence Congress in the
passage of legislation looking to the independence of the Philip-
pine Islands.

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. AUSTIN. Not now.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. AUSTIN. According to ex-Gov. Gilbert's statement, he
asked the gentleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr. QuEzox]
how he was influencing Congress, and the gentleman named
one instance, namely, that he gave a banquet at the Metro-
politan Club and issued 57 invitations to the Members of Con-
gress, and every invitation was accepted, and aceording to this
statement that was one of the methods by which the gentleman
[Mr. Quezon] was using this campaign fund to influence the
Members of Congress.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man permit an interruption?

Mr. AUSTIN. Not in 10 minutes. If the gentleman from Wis«
consin will get me more time——

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. LENROOT. I will yield the gentleman three minutes
more.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman now permit a
question?

Mr, AUSTIN. I will be very glad to if the gentleman will
be as anxious to have me given time as he was to have time
given to the gentleman who represents the Philippine Islands.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr, Chairman, I move that in
some wuay we give the disti:guished gentleman from Tennessee
10 minutes additional.

Mr. FERRIS. I make the point of order against that.

The CHAIRMAN. The time is already allotted and a motion
of that kind will not be in order.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to ask the gentleman
gioqueimm if he was at the banquet at the Aetropolitan

ub?

Mr. AUSTIN. I was not.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was there; and Gov. Gilbert,
of whom the gentleman speaks, was there. Not only that, but a
gentleman whose name I have forgotten, but I fhink his name
was Martin, and who was at that time an officinl in the Philip-
pine Islands, was the man in whose honor the bangnet was
given, and he occupied the seat of honor.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Martin is the present Vice Governor Gen-
eral, who comes from the State of Kansas?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It was in his honor that it was
given.

Mr. AUSTIN. Well, then, according to the statement which
Gov. Gilbert says Mr. QuezoN made, the gentleman from Wis-
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consin [Mr. Coorer] is one of the Members of Congress influ-
enced by a dinuer at the Metropolitan Club. [Laughter.]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman—-—

Mr. AUSTIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, no more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. AUSTIN. I know since that banquet the gentleman
from Wisconsin has been very enthusiastic for Philippine inde-
pendence [laughter], and he has been exceedingly desirous to
have the gentleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr. Quezoxn]
talk all the morning. I think it was a good investment, as far
as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] was concerned.
[ Laughter. ]

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
mwan permit an interruption?

Mr. AUSTIN. You must get me some more time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. Lexroor] yield the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
AvusTIN] some more time?

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, in this article there is not an
intimation, there is nothing upon which the talented gentleman
from the Philippines could construe even indirectly a suggestion
that he retained any of this money. There is no question but
what the gentleman had a right to use this money in a eampaign
of publicity. .

When this remark was repeated to me as coming from the gen-
tleman [Mr. Quezox ], stated to a man whose credibility stands
as high in the city of Manila as the gentleman who has just ad-
dressed the House, and the gentleman knows it, I thought it my
duty, in writing my experiences and observations in the Philip-
pine Islands—I thought it my duty to my colleagues in the
House—to repeat that statement, and I did it in the letter or
article published in the Recorp on January 7.

I am glad the gentleman has an opportunity to go before the
American people with his ecampaign of publicity. I want him
given every opportunity in this House, for freedom of speech is
an American blessing; but the gentleman knows that when I
attempted to exercise my right in the Philippine Islands to voice
my judgment and my opir‘on he eriticized me in an interview
in the Manila papers for daring to discuss political gquestions in
the Philippine Islands, questions affecting not only the Filipino
people, but vitally affecting more than 5,000 Americans in the
islands, Americans who have invested $100,000,000 to develop
the gentleman's country, to bring it prosperity and blessings,
and to give employment to the natives at increased wages.

Why, the gentleman objected to an interview I gave out and
sent me a message requesting, in my future utterances, to tone
them down to suit him. He carried our congressional party to
a native banquet, and we listened in the public streets and in a
banquet hall to seven or eight speeches, all delivered in Spanish,
without an interpreter, and the gentleman delivered one of these
speeches 25 minutes in Spanish and 5 minutes in the English
language. A political discussion in a language unknown to three
or fonr Members of this House, without an interpreter. The
speeches were on the Jones bill and the independence of the
Philippine Islamds, The gentleman reserved to himself the ex-
clusive right of discussing in our presence, in a foreign language,
political questions in the Philippine Islands. and yet eriticized
amnd sought to prevent me, as an American citizen, from ex-
pressing my honest sentiments in the public press on this great
question, involving the future welfare and happiness of 8,000,000
native people and more than 5,000 splendid Americans in the
Philippine Islands, whose property would be destroyed as in
Mexico, whose lives would be endangered as in Mexico, whenever
ihe American Army and Navy leave the islandis, and the fate
of Amerieans there placed in the hands of the Filipino people,
untrained and unfitted for ecivil government. Their leader
proved to me he was opposed to freedom of speech unless the
utterances were in accord with his views and his opinions.

He speaks of his eleci' o as gevernor of a Province. A gov-
ernor in that Province alierwards appealed to the Philippine
people that there was more American blood upon his sword, or
bolo, than upon that of any of his rival candidates, and for that
reason he was entitled to win, and he was elected.

Mr. QUEZON. Is the gentleman referring to me?

Mr. AUSTIN. No; not to you.

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, a point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. EVANS. In the discussion of this question it appears to
me that the rules of the House ought to be strictly observed and
that a Member ought not to be spoken to in the second person.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is right; it is improper to
address any Member in the second person, and the Member
should rise and first address the Chair.

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-

Mr., SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, is it not a breach of the rules
to talk back to the Chairman without obtaining permission from
the Chair?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has said that it was against
g;e irulee; to address any Member without first addressing the

1air.

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, my colleagues, Messrs, MILLER,
Brrrren, Epwagps, and BrumBaveH, were all in the Philippine
Islands during the past summer. In the interest of fair play,
in the interest of patriotism and just legislation, would that
every Member of this House could visit the Philippine Islands.
If they were to visit those islands, not under an escort of native
politicians, but given an opportunity to go with the loecal
American business men of standing and character, and study the
conditions in the Philippine Islands—if they would do that, no
American Member of Congress would ever return here and say
that the Philippine people were prepared for self-government.
If Members of Congress would do that, they would come back
knowing that it would be a crime on the part of the American
Government to turn them loose to be captured and controlled
by Japan,

Mr. RUCKER. Why do not those Americans come home?

Mr. AUSTIN. We invited them to go there and spend a hun-
dred million dollars, and now my colleague from Missouri sends
them the same unpatriotic message that Mr. Wilson sent to
Americans in Mexico. [Applause.] .

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I deny that.
ought to be careful in his remarks.

Mr. AUSTIN. I understood the gentleman to say that they
ought to come back.

Mr. RUCKER. I do if the conditions are as the gentleman
describes them ; why do they not come home? Why do they not
get out?

Mr. AUSTIN, That is the same message which Mr., Wilson
sent to Americans in Mexico.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
the Philippine Islands [Mr. Quezox] one minute,

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, I want to make the statement
that T have never said or intimated to Mr., Newton W, Gilbert
that I try to influence Members of Congress by inviting them to
dinner. The statement is so ridiculous that I do not think it
needs an answer. I have invited Members of Congress to din-
ner and I have been invited to dinner by them. I was a guest
of a Member of Congress yesterday who is against Philippine
independence. Perhaps he was frying to influence me and make
me change my attitude. [Laughter and applause.]

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota [Me. MILLER].

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, my personal
friend the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr, Austin], who has
just addressed the House, has been a Member of the House
during the entire period that I have. I believe he is as well
known to the membership of the House as any man in it, and
every man here knows that he is fearless, strong, vigorous, aml
honest; that what he says he believes to be right and that
what he does he believes to be the proper thing to do. I also
know that among the predominant traits of his nature is the
splendid characteristic of treating justly and fairly all ques-
tions and all persons, no matter what the situation, no matter
where the place, He would not by implication or by the
strained twist of any language he chanced to use ever be put
in the position of doing an injustice or departing a hair’'s
breadth from the exact truth. He has expressed his position
this morning, and his earnestness testifies to his deep sinecerity.

I now wish to join with him in that part of his remarks
wherein he stated that his quoted words do not imply misappro-
priation of campaign funds on the part of the Philippine
Resident Commissioner. I exceedingly regret that there has
been given to the discussion at this time any suggestions of a
somewhat personal nature. Responding to the same impulses
that characterize my friend from Tennessee, I honestly feel
that I ought to say a word in reference to the Resident Com-
missioner [Mr, Quezox].

I have had an opportunity of knowing him well and inti-
mately from the first day he set foot on Washington soil. His
office was directly across the hall from my own for a period of
three years. During that time and since I have been intimately
associnted and connected with investigations of Philippine
affairs and with practieally all the people who are interested in
that subjeet. I have watched and studied with the utmost care
the activities and movements calculated to further the cause of
Philippine independence. T have carefully noted both in this
country and in the Philippines the work of Commissioner
Quezox, and have specifically inquired into the things he stands

The gentleman
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for at home as well as’ here in America. I believe it is but
fair to him to say, with full knowledge of the facts, that he
has given the cause to which he has devoted himself the fullness
of his heart's devotion, the utmest of his unusual talent, and
every cent he could personally contribute or has ever received
to be employed for that purpose. [Applause.]

In fact, from my standpeint, I think he has labored too hard
and too successfully, in that he has created in this country a
more favorable view of Philippine independence among many
sincere people than circumstances really warrant. In this work
bhe has been greatly aided by his courteous and gentlemanly
manner, by his pleasing address, and by the power of the facile
orator possessed by him in so eminent a degree.

At home in the Philippines he has great power among his
people, partly becanse of these qualities I have mentioned,
partly because he is their national representative in the
propaganda for independence, and partly because they know
that he is not only an able but also an honest man.

I thus speak of him, Mr. Chairman, because it is his due,
and in order that there may be effectively removed any possible
suspicion relative to the exact meaning of the words employed
by my friend from Tennessee.

I know about this fund and have known. about it for two or
three years. I agree with my friend from Tennessee [Mr.
Avustin] that all political propaganda requires publiecity, in the
Philippine Islands as well as in the United States or elsewhere
in the world, and legitimate collections and expenditures there-
for ne one can severely eriticize. I am not in sympathy with
some of the objects sought to be attained by this particular
propaganda. The gentleman knows that full well; so does the
membership of this House. I believe all agitations for imme-
diate independence in the Philippine Islands, or at any time in
the near future, is most injurious to the welfare and well-being
of the Filipino people. Yet I feel it but fair to those Filipines
who do believe in early independence that they have the oppor-
tunity of expressing to the people of the United States the con-
victions and opinions that they entertain. But having in mind
the activities of the gentleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr.
Quezon] during the last five years, both in America and in the
Philippines, I am quite amazed that he has accomplished as
much as he has even by combining with the funds contributed
his own salary and mileage. To the eause of Philippine inde-
pendence Sefior QuEzon has devoted not only his heart but also
every resource at his command. His service has been that of
complete and honest devotion.

So I believe my friend from Tennessee was right when he
said that neither the Resident Commissioner’s hands nor his
conscience are in the least tainted by any misapplication or
misuse of any of the funds contributed by his eountrymen. I
believe firmly from the bottom of my heart they have all been uti-
lized for the purpose for which they were dedicated, and in ways
entirely legitimate. I attended the dinner at the Metropolitan
Club that has been discussed. It was in honor of high officials
of the insular government of the Philippines, and to it, as I
understood, all members of the Insular Affairs Commitiees of
both House and Senate were invited as a mark of courtesy and
without any political consideration or purpose. I believe I know
every Filipino of prominence now active in publie or business

I have visited every corner of the Philippine Islands, some
places several times. I think I know and understand the Filipino
people pretty well. I believe it is but fair to say that Mr.
QuEzZON:

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne-
sota has expired.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Can I not have another minute?

Mr. LENROOT. I regret that I have no more time to yield.

Mr. FERRIS. I yield the gentleman two minutes.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I thank the gentleman. I he-
lieve it is but just to the gentleman to say that, in my honest
judgment, he has accomplished more for the cause to which he
is devoted by reason of his pecnliar talents and capaecity than
could be accomplished by any other Filiping or group of Fill-
pinog that ecould be named. He is par excellence the man for
the work. The FPilipino people are rapidly developing, and
already comprise many splendid men and women. Sefior QuUEzox
is one of the very best of them all. If all of his people to-day
possessed his talents and capabilities, or those of his splendid
colleague, Sefior BArNsHAW, no man could look into their faces
and deny their capacity to maintain a government of their own.

Sefior QuEezox Tose, a poor boy from a poor family, in a poor
town, to become a leader of his race. For this splendid achieve-
ment he should be thankful to the God that gave him talents
and grateful to the Stars and Stripes, the flag that shelters and

. Mr. Chairman,
| immediate, absolute ind
-now I would be

| thoroughly to understand.

(It confers power to govern Territories, but in exercising

protects free institutions, under whose folds alone can be found
opportunity for such a eareer.

With one possible exception I believe Sefior QuEgzox is the
most influential Filipino among the people of his race. He has
attained to this degree of eminence by his ability and conduet,
and especially by his courage. No other Filipino of my ac-
quaintance has his courage to entertain and express opinions
that may not be popular with his people. He has eome to be a
conservative, steadying factor among his people, and to my
personal knowledge the American Government in the Philip-
pines has been indebted to him for true loyalty and efficient sup-
port. While he was, of course, a soldier of the revolution,
being a Tagalog, and living where the revolution was rampant,
nevertheless, since the oath of allegiance was taken there has
never been any faltering or wavering on his part in utmost devo-
tion and allegiance to the sovereignty of the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnes
sota has again expired.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin rose.

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman
from Wisconsin rise? ‘

Myr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, T rise to ask the
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris] or my friend from
‘Wisconsin [Mr. LEsroor] to give me a few minutes in which to
reply to the statement made by the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. AvusTIN].

Mr. FERRIS, Will not two minutes be enough? :

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. T trust that the gentleman can
let me have five minutes.

Mr. FERRIS. Debate was closed by unanimous consent, and
I have promised the time to other speakers. I can let the gen-
tleman have three minutes.

Mr. COOPER of Wiseonsin. The gentleman at my right [Mr,
Lenroor] says that he will give me two minutes if the gentle-
man from Oklalioma will give me three.

Mr. FERRIS. Very well

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog=
nized for five minutes. 2

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, because of the
statement by the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr.
Avustin] that ever since that dinner [laughter] I have been
very strongly in favor of granting the Filipinos immediate in-
dependence, I desire to call his attention to the fact—although
it is a fair inference from his remarks that he does not deem
the facts to be material—that what I said when the Philippine
bill was under consideration on October 2, 1914, shows that on
the question of independence for the islands, my position is
very different from what one would be led to think from his
statement. T hold in my hand the Recorp of that date:

I would not . vote to give to the Philippines

dence, do not know that 20 from
to vote to grant them absolute independence.

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois and the gentleman
gnﬁlo ?11;)0’?:. e In effect that we are never to ﬂvgetrm!nm
e

le, and that we are forever to retain the Philip-
pine Islands., This has &

rajsed an issue never bef injected int
politics. of this co g S o i

, An Issue of transcendent 'l.n';}:ortam for us
In this connection I invite attention to
the words of an acknowledged master of* constitutional law, Judge
Thomas M. Coolag-:
** The Constitution: was made for the States, not for the Territories.
this the
United States is a sovereign d with dependent territory accord-
ing as In its wisdom shall seem tic, wise, and just, having regard
toﬂits o’fn ;lnterunx as well as to those of the people of the Terrl-
es.

“In this dependence of the Territories upon the Central Government
there is some outward resemblance to the condition of the American
Colonies under the British Crown; but there are some differences
which are important, and indeed:vital. The. first of these is that the
Territorial condition Is understood under the Constitution to be me:
temporary and preparatory, and the 1gwples of the Territories whi.l:ﬂl{

assured of the right to create and establish State in-
stitutions for themselves so soom as the population shall be sufficient
and the local conditions suitable, while the British colonial system
contained no promise or assurance ef any but a dependent govern-
ment indefinitely.”

In this quotation from Judge Cooley we see that great master
of constitutional law declaring that under the Constitution of
the United States the territorial condition is merely *temporary
and preparatory,” and that the Constitution holds out to the
people in the dependent Territories the promise that when
population is sufficlent and local conditions suitable they shall
be granted statehood. Are we prepared to say that 8,000,000 of
Filipinos, 8,000 miles across the ocean, shall be granted state-
hood, shall be permitted te send two representatives to the
Senate of the United States, and 35 or more Representatives to
vote on this floor? That was and is the guestion. And I voted
for the preamble then before the House hecause I did not be-
leve then, as I do not believe now, that the people of this

continues are
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Republic ever will make the Philippines a State in the great
American Commonwealth. [Applause.] Therefore, I was in
favor of saying that at some time in the future, a time not fixed,
but when local conditions were such as to justify it, we would
grant the Filipinos independence and allow them to go their
way. 1 followed that expression of opinion with this: :
~ Thus, according to this great jurist, our permanent retention of the
Philippine Islands would mean our adoption of the British colonial sys-
tem. And yet we are a Republic, and one of the cardinal tenets of our
political faith is that governments derive their just powers from the
consent of the governed. [Applause.]

Mr, Chairman, I entertained these views before I went to
that dinner, and they were in nowise affected by it. For-
tunately I am so constituted that the mere gratification of
appetite does not change my convictions nor in the slightest
degree influence my thought. In this respect I differ from
some people of my aecquaintance whose intellects and con-
sciences are located in their stomachs. [Laughter and ap-
plause.] Mr. Chairman, among the other persons present on
that occasion was the distinguished gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr, MicLer], who has just spoken.

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Oh, that is true. I was there.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He was there, and I observed
particularly the ardor with which he partook of the edibles.
[Laughter.]

Politics was not discussed that night at all, nor was the
subject of Philippine independence even so much as mentioned.
The time was passed in listening to speeches by Gov. Gllbert
and Mr. Martin, the guest of honor, and by other gentlemen at
the table, but not by myself nor by the gentleman from Minne-
sota. I did not think that anything like bribery was being
attempted, nor when it was all over did I consider that I
myself had been corrupted. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Utah [Mr. Mays], a member of the committee.

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Chairman, if it would not be out of order,
1 should like io hear a few words about the subject of this
debate. This, I understand, is supposed to be a debate upon
the leasing bill, but I think we have heard about every other
subject discussed that has ever been discussed before this
House except the leasing bill under consideration. I remember
reading where Artemus Ward made a speech before an English
audience, and he said that he had once seen a joke in Punch,
and he did not think it was at all out of place that there should
be found a joke in a comic paper. So in a debate upon a cer-
tain subject some reference should be made fo the subject.
Now, in this regard, we ought to have a little time to devote
to this important measure. I had not intended making any
remarks upon this proposition. The Members of the committee
and the House understand it so much better than a new Mem-
ber could possibly expect to understand it; but this series of
bills that have been presented here and have been pressed
before this House are of such far-reaching importance to the
sparsely settled portions of the country from which some of us
come that I risk a few comments upon the same.

Mr. Chairman, in this debate, referring back to the debate
upon the bill, a great deal has been said to the effect that no
rights are expected to be taken away from the States by this
legislation, but I wish the gentleman to understand this one
proposition, that throughout this debate, having listened in-
tently to what has been said both in the committee and in the
House, this point has been made, by those opposing these meas-
ures, that the rights of the States involved are taken away
from them. That point has not been replied to so far in this
debate.

It is admitted by the gentlemen making these speeches, it is
admitted in the bill itself, that the waters of the State in the bill
that we passed on last Saturday belong to the State. Nobody
has replied to that, and when you undertake to grant a right
by the Federal Government to use the waters of a State in
order that the use of land belonging to the Government may be
occupied, you are taking something away from the State in
that particular. I wish the gentlemen would reply to that point.
They do not dare to argue that question as to whether or not
the waters of a State belong to the State, and it must be ad-
mitted that it is the flow of the water against the turbine
wheels that generates the electricity or develops the power
which the gentlemen here intend to sell for so much a horse-
power year.

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr., Ferris] in his speech
said that if he owned a farm adjoining the farm of his neighbor,
and the neighbor desired to use his farm, he could dictate the
terms on which that neighbor used that farm, But suppose he
owned a farm, entirely surrounding his neighbor's property, of

value, could he charge so much for the right of way across
that farm that it would confiscate his neighbor's proverty ?
Justice has demanded relief from such attempted acts of piracy
as that, and the Government can not afford to do that which it
would be quick to condemn in an individual. :

Now, I do not state here that the Government should sell
those power sites, for instance, for $20 an acre or for any other
particular sum. But for the water belonging to the State the
State should get its fair proportion of the money that is derived
from these leases and from these sales. Any two people own-
ing properties of that sort would get together and make an
agreement to that effect; and I think there should be an under-
standing before this bill finally becomes a law that the States
involved,. in which these power sites are located, the States
owning this water, should receive their proper compensation
directly and not after a period of some 20 or 30 vears.

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], the other
day, commented quite at length upon State rights, but it is
clear to any innocent bystander who observes the trend of his
oratory that the particular kind of State rights he subscribed
to were those that involved his own State. If the rights of his
State would be usurped, he would not be adverse to the doctrine
of State rights; but if it was a State that was weak in this body,
and its rights were usurped, he would not be so particular to
assert his doctrine of State rights.

If the Federal Government were reaching out its all-powerful
arm to seize the waters of his State under such subterfuge and
to withhold for all time the natural resources of his State, thus
preventing them from contributing their proper share toward
the expenses of government, the establishment of schools, the
construction and maintenance of public roads, he would be
quick to invoke the time-honored doctrine of States rights in
all its ancient and honorable vigor.

I observe in looking at the Recorp that the gentleman’s State
has some things that the State of Utah does not have. And
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] has also joined
in the veiled threat that unless the State of Utal, for instance,
appointed a utilities commission it would not get its proper
share at any time of these proceeds, and would not have any-
thing to do with the control of these receipts and the control of
these properties. I remember being in Chicago not long ago
and observing a great exodus from the hotels there to some
town in Wisconsin. I asked what was the cause of this exodus,
and they said that a great prize fight was to be pulled off in
the State of Wisconsin and the people were going up there to
see it. We would not allow a prize fight to take place in the
State of Utah. When they wanted the Jeffries-Johnson prize
fight, and offered quite a number of thousands of dollars to that
State, we would not allow it to take place, What would the
gentleman from Wisconsin say to our getting up and recom-
mending that the Federal Government appoint a commission to
control such things as that in the State of Wisconsin?

Mr. Chairman, I favor utility commissions, but I object to
the State of Wisconsin or the State of Oklahoma or any other
State dictating to the people of Utah on the subject of utility
commissions.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this particular bill that is before us to-
day is worthy of some attention on the part of thls House. The
chairman of this committee has told us that 450,000,000,000 tons
of coal have already been exploited upon the public domain—
450,000,000,000 tons—and there are a great many other acres to
be measured. Perhaps there will be some several hundred other
billions of tons of coal. And, yet, in the committee hearings
upon this question I have not seen the record that a single oper-
ator, that a single man interested in the production of coal, has
ever been called before the committee. And the time of this
House is occupied in the discussion of every other question when
you are disposing of 450,000,000,000 tons of coal as if It were
mere pocket change. 3 -

Did any prospective investor appear before the committee?
Was any governor of any State, so vitally affected, invited to
appear? Did any banker say he would invest money upon such
a leashold interest, encumbered and jeopardized by such re-
strictions, and controlled by a bureau 2,000 miles away?

There were books upon the hearings and the water-power bill,
like these books upon the grazing bill of similar size, but what
operator has ever appeared before the committee here or before
the House to discuss the question of these 450,000,000,000 tons of
conl? We are using to-day about 430,000,000 tons of coal per
year, not quite 500,000,000. A little less in 1915 than in 1914.
Other resources are being rapidly developed to take the place
of coal. . : :

At the present rate of consumption, aeccording to the gentle-
man's statement, there are enough tons of coal already measured
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on the publie lands, to say nothing of those owned in private, to
last this country 900 years if that coal were mined and used as
nature most emphatically intended it to be used. Scientists tell
us that at the end of 900 years coal will probably be more or
less of a natural curiosity outside of the ground. It will be seen,
perhaps, in the musenms as a natural curiosity, and other things
will take its place, such as electricity, and the like, and we
should use this coal in this generation and in future generations
as it is needed.

Now, I am opposed to this bill, because 1 believe it is an
injustice to the States that we represent; that it does not do the
fair thing in the distribution of whatever proceeds there will be
arising from it

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor] said that no
right of taxation was taken away from the States, because the
improvements could be taxed. The gentleman must admit the
States involved very sorely need the taxes. He enjoys better
schools to which to send his children, better roads over which
to travel for half the burden. In the State of Wisconsin the
improvements on land can be taxed, and the land also, but there
is a question even as to whether or not the improvements in
this case can be taxed. The chief counsel of the Reclamation
Service has recently rendered an opinion to the effect that the
improvements in such cases can not be taxed. Whether we
agree with the chief counsel or not is not the question at this
time, but the land of course can never be taxed withheld as
this bill will withhold it. But whether or not we agree with the
Reclamation Service, it is the most important question whether
or not there will ever be any improvements under this bill to
be taxed.

1 do not believe that any Member of this House would invest
hig money on an indeterminate lease, subject to the whim of any
Federal official, and put in the money necessary to equip a coal
mine. Having had some experience in the last 10 years in try-
ing to induce capital to come out into our country and invest
money in coal properties of that State, 1 believe this bill will
not be workable, because the lease is for an indeterminate
period and under bureaucratic control. The bill has other pro-
visions in it that would discourage capital from investing money.
Tor instance, it allows all municipalities and domestic users to
have the coal without charge.

Now, I am in favor of allowing all municipalities to have coal
without charge. That is all right. I believe it is more im-
portant that municipalities and communities get coal without
charge, if possible, than that this bill should work. But who
would invest his money if everybody can have coal without
charge? And who would try to build up those great industries
out there? If we want to make this bill workable, we should
give some kind of a term here, such as we have put in the
water-power bill, and make it something more definite.

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Utah yield to
the gentleman from Missouri?

Mr. MAYS. Yes.

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman objects, as I understand, to
the Federal Government deriving revenue from these leases?

Mr. MAYS. Oh, no. In speaking of the water-power bill I
made the point that while the Federal Government owned the
land—and we in the West never disputed that—we make the
point, and it is admitted in the bill, that the State owns the
water.

Mr. BORLAND. Yes.

Mr. MAYS. My point is that it is all right for the two owners
to get together and divide the proceeds on an equitable basis,
the same as this gentleman and another gentleman would do
who owns such property.

Mr. BORLAND. That, of course, would reduce the amount
of revenue that the Federal Government would get out of the
water-power bill and give part of it to the State.

Mr. MAYS. It would not necessarily reduce it. I want to
say this—and the gentleman ought to know it—that when you
are legislating for 17 great States of this Union you want the
sympathy of the people of those States, and if you did the fair

- and proper thing by those people you would perhaps have their
cooperation to such an extent that 50 per cent of the proceeds,
under proper terms, would amount to more than 100 per cent
under the present terms.

Mr. BORLAND. I want the gentleman to understand me, I
am thoroughly in sympathy with the development of the West;
in fact, I am a western man. But the gentleman's State has
asked, or is going to ask, as I understand, for additional recla-
mation projects in Utah, and I would like to inquire where the
gentleman expects the Federal Government is going to get the
money to conduct reclamation projects if no revenue is to be

derived from the public lands or from the incidental use of the
public lands? -

Mr. MAYS. I have not made any statement to the effect that
no revenue should be derived. I have stated that there are
450,000,000,000 tons of coal that you undertake to sell at a
minimum of 2 cents a ton. If you sell those 450,000,000,000 tons
of coal at 2 cents a ton, you will receive the colossal figure of
$9,000,000,000, Where will you spend it, T will ask the gen-
tleman?

Mr, BORLAND. Of course from the gentleman's own state-
ment it will not all be received at once.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Utah has
expired.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman one
more minute. ;

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized for one min-
ute more.

Mr. LENROOT, The gentleman from Utah [Mr. Mays] ob-
jects to the indeterminate term provided for in the bill. Is not
the gentleman aware that an indeterminate lease is a perpetual

lease, and runs and is valid so long as the conditions are pre-

served, and that every operator and utility prefers an indeter-
minate lease rather than a fixed term?

Mr. MAYS. Where do you find any operator who appeared
and said that?

Mr. LENROOT. I did not say that any did appear, but I sup-
posed the gentleman knew it.

Mr. MAYS. Is the gentleman an operator?

Mr. LENROOT. An indeterminate lease runs on forever.

Mr, MAYS. I ask the gentleman if he is an operator?

Mr. LENROOT. No; I am not an operator, but I know the
legal definition of the term * indeterminate.”

Mr, MAYS., Let me read:

Leases shall be made for indeterminate periods, on condition of dill-
gent development and continuous operation of the mines—

And a great many more conditions, including one relative to
eight hours a day for labor, particular conditions to which I
would subseribe. But the bill provides that the execution of all
these conditions shall be under the supervision of the Secretary
of the Interior.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Utah has
again expired. ;

Mr. LENROOT, Mr, Chairman, I have an understanding
with the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris] to yield me
30 minutes.

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman now 30 minutes,
so that he will not be interrupted.

Mr., LENROOT, Mpyr. Chairman, I yield one houe to the gen-
tleman from North Dakota [Mr. HELGESEX].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Norih Dakota [Mz.
HELGesEN] is recognized for one hour.

Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, the speech I have pre-
pared is of such length that I may not be able to finish it in
one hour. Therefore I ask unanimous consent that I may
extend it in the Recorp if necessary, :

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McGiuicuony). The gentleman from
North Dakota asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks
in the Recorp. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, MAYS. I make the same request.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah makes the same
request. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

GOVERNMENT MAPS OF ARCTIC REGIONS CORRECTED.

Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, my subject is one in which
all civilized nations of the world are interested, namely, explora-
tion, discovery, the study of the physical features of the globe
upon which we live, and the accurate presentation of the results
of such explorations, discoveries, and study on our Government
maps and charts.

Scientists, historians, geographers, and educators assure me
that they are deeply interested in a movement which will result
in official national action on this subject of accurate Government
maps, charts, and historical and geographic statisties, This is
a matter of vital interest, especially to our edueators, who rep-
resent the millions of children in our schools, as our Govern-
ment maps and charts are quoted as the highest authority by
map makers; it is of interest to historians, for the reason that
their records should present truths and not fables. It is a mat-
ter of concern to the navigators of the world, not only those
who hold the precious lives of travelers in their charge, but
those who sail the seas in the interests of commerce, as one
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and all are dependent en the accuracy of the maps and charts
supplied them.

Our Government should therefore use every resource at its
command and every means in its power to make our own official
maps and charts as accurate as is humanly possible.

With this end in view, I shall discuss briefly a few of the dis-
coveries and reported discoveries north of the Arctic Circle.

Mr. Chairman, in the last session of Congress 1 introduced a
resolution in this House asking for the correction of our Gov-
ernment maps and charts of the Aretic regions. That resolution
read as follows:

Whereas the maps of the Aretic issued by the United States

Na.g Department erroneously show waterways that do not exist and
lands that are really deep sea, while lands that do exist are omitted

altogether; and
Whereas such false chartings on the United States maps,

g8 especlally
those numbered 2142 and 2560 issued by the Hydrofmphlc Office,
are a menace to navigation and explorati{n, and should not be dis-

tributed ; an
Whereas the ers of this country should not be compelled to pay
are the authority

for maps with erroneous
schoals,

these maps issued by the N’avy Department
on whi h of{h Arctic ons is ta t in our
as fwhe;h b::re tﬁ Eépci:i m:n; of the mem;mt%ueim be it
Tha Secreta gress
reason ‘:?l‘;’ the hlstﬂ%t%eon of the:{; meoﬂ:%nrgzol;tn?t ?ufmnm&ﬁ
and why corrected maps of the Aretic regions are not issued by the
Navy Department.

This resolution was introduced by me on February 25, 1915.
As the Congress adjourned on March 4, 1915, the remainder of
the last session was too short to permit of action on a matter of
such far-reaching import as that embodied in the resolution. I
therefore took the subject in hand with the interested depart-
ments of our Government, namely, the Navy Department and the
Coast and Geodetic Survey, with the result that I am informed
by the Secretary of the Navy, the Hon. Josephus Daniels, in
correspondence which I shall guote later, that Hydrographic
Office (Navy Department) chart No. 2142 has been officially
canceled and withdrawn from issue, and that Hydrographic
Office (Navy Department) chart No. 2560 is in the hands of
the engravers for necessary corrections.

To illustrate the importance of this action by the Navy De-
partment and to demonstrate the fact that this cancellation and
these corrections are not matiers of small moment, but prac-
tieally revolutionize the history of modern exploration and dis-
covery, as depicted on our maps and charts, I shall explain
more fully the two charts mentioned in my resolution of Febru-
ary 25, 1015:

Chart No. 2142 bears the title, “ North America Polar Regions,
Baffin Bay to Lincoln Sea, showing the recent discoveries by
Civil Engineer R. E. Peary, United States Navy,” and so forth.

A prominent feature of this chart is a broad channel extend-
ing from Nordenskiold Inlet on the northwest coast of Green-
land to a point called Independence Bay, depicted on this chart
as opening into a body of water called East Greenland Sea, at
about 82° west longitude. This channel is represented ou the
chart as separating the northern portion of Greenland from the
mainland, and is shown on the chart as Peary Channel.

This Peary Channel and East Greenland Sea are among
the earliest of Mr. Peary’s claimed discoveries; and are rated
among the most important of modern explorations, as by the
discovery of the “channel ¥ Peary claimed to have established
the insularity of Greenland. d

The alleged discovery of this channel was made by Peary on
hig Arctic expedition of 1891-92. With one companion, Eivind
Astrup (since deceased), Peary traveled eastward across the
Greenland ice cap to the point he called “ Navy Cliff.” In his
book, “ Northward Over the Great Ice,” pages 334, 335, 338,
Peary says:

Our observation point was a t cliff, almost vertical, overlooking
the bay, and a great glacler that entered the bay on our right. Some
15 miles northeast of where we stood the cliffs ended in a bold cape,
which I named Glacier Cape. Dark clouds seen over and beyond the
ice cap seemed to indicate that the shore line trended rapidly away
to the east or southeast. Looking to the west we saw the nmiugoar
the flord that had barred our northern advance., It was rd
whose western entrance we had deseried afar off days before. Now
we knew that we had paralleled its course across the northern end of
the mainland from Robeson 1 clear to the Arctic Ocean off the
shores of neortheast Grecnland. * * * It was evident that this
channel (Peary Channel) marked the northern boundary of the main-
land of Greenland.

As Peary stated that this channel “marked the northern
boundary ef the mainland of Greenland,” it was supposed to
prove the insularity of Greenland, although this question had
been practically decided . 10 years earlier by Lockwood and
Brainard of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition under Gen.

Greely in their explorations of the true northern coast of Green-

land.

For 20 years Mr. Peary posed as the discoverer of the Peary
Channel, the discoverer of the East Greenland Sea, and the dis-
mBallI'ter ﬁ;)tl%_imnsulaﬂty of Greenland.

an expedition was organized and equipped
by the Danish Government to explore the unknown portion of
the east coast of Greenland. This expedition was led by L.
Mylius-Erichsen, a successful and daring explorer, who in 1902-
1904 led the Danish Literary Greenland Expedition. Erichsen
planned to explore the east coast of Greenland as far north as
Independence Bay and then follow Peary Channel through to the
west coast. While the main scientifie objects of the expedition
were attained, Mylius-Erichsen, First Lieutenant Niels Peter
Hoeg-Hagen, and Jorgen Brinlund lost their lives on the north-
ern sledge trip. The body of Brénlund was found by other mem-
bers of the expedition before their return to Denmark, and
Bronlund's diary told of the death of his companions several
days earlier, but although careful search was made no trace of
the bodies of Mylius-Erichsen and Hoeg-Hsagen was found at
that time. In 1909, however, an expedition was sent out by
the Danish Government to seareh for the bodies of Mylius-
Erichsen and Hoeg-Hagen, as well as their diaries, observation
books, and other records. This expedition was led by Capt,
Ejnar Mikkelsen, who returned to Denmark in 1912 with the
records of the ill-fated party. A summary of Mikkelsen's re-
port is embodied in volume 41 of Meddelelser Om Gronland,
1913, which also contains the Report on the Denmark Expe-
dition to the Northeast Coast of Greenland, 1906-1908, under
MyHlus-Erichsen. T quote from pages 472-474:
The second report (of Mylius-Erichsen) was found on the summer

an(‘lhmd i ffmp :witll 23 dogs 1st of T

“* We ove wes until the 1st

reached Peary's gﬁ&e Glacier ; discovered that the Peary Channel does
not exist ; Navy C is connected by fast land with Heilprin Land. We
renamed ’Indef)mdenm Bay Independenee Fjord and bullt a eairn (with
report) en a low point near Cape Glacler.

. . “(Signed)

“AvcosT 8, 1807

It will be seen from the romng that the honor of discovering that
the Peary Channel does not belongs to us-Erichsen, and that
the her.inor of making the discovery kmown to world falls to Ejnar

sen.

The nonexistence of Peary Channel was not all that was
learned of Peary’s explorations by the Denmark expedition. On
page 214 of the above-mentioned volume we read :

To understand why Mylius-Erichsen first took Danmarks Fjord and
then Hagens Fjord to be Independence Bay, it must be remembered
that on all his charts from these ons around here
that from Academy Glacler the coast bends almost in the directiom
southeast, whereas according to what has been found out by the
Danish expedition, it turns en the mnerh almost in the direction
northeast. This mistake on Peary's part thus became of extremeliy
fateful importance to Mpylios-Eri and his. companions, For it
was owing to this long journey into Danmarks Pjord and Hagens Fjord
that their retreat was begun toe late and had to be given up on account
of the comparatively sudden melting of the snow. And we know that
their inforced summer in the north led to their death.

As stated in the above-quoted paragraph, chart No. 2142, based
on Peary's reports, shows the coast of Greenland bending away
sharply to the southeast. To my mind, the fact that three ex-
plorers had lost their lives owing to the incorrectness of this
chart, was more than sufficient reason for its cancellation.

But, some one may object, we have only the uncorroborated
word of these men against Mr. Peary’s, that the Peary Channel
does not exist, and that.the charting of the east coast of Green-
Iand was not correctly given by him. Let me quote from the
International Yearbook for 1913, published by Dodd, Mead &
Co., of New York:

An important advance

and

MYLIUS-HRICHSEN.

in the er%::ratlon of the vast interior of
Greenland had been made by three verses of the inland ifce sheet.
Knud Rasmussen, with the Freuchen, and two Eskimos of Smith
on April 6, 1912, across the inland ice from In,

Sound, started efield
Gulf, West Greenland, to Danmark Fjord and In dence dy on
the east coast, ®* * * Just to the north of Peary’s Navy Cliff, the

party looked in vain for the Peary Channel, which was supposed to form
the northern boundary of Greenland. Instead of the channel they
found an ice-free upland, abounding in game.

The nonexistence of Peary Channel from sea to sea has beem proven,
for the ill-fated Mylius-Erichsen discovered this faet, which was later
verified by Rasmussen. .

The indisputable proof of the nonexistence of the Peary Chan-
nel automatically deprives Mr. Peary of the honor of two other .
of his claimed discoveries, namely, the insularity of Greenland
and the Hast Greenland Sea. As Greenland is not bounded on
the north by Peary Channel, the claimed discovery of a channel
which dees not exist could not prove the insularity of Greenland,
whichy had already been satisfactorily determined by the ex-
plorations of the members of the Greely expedition in 1882,

The discovery of the East Greenland Sea by Mr. Peary was
another claimed result of his 1891-92 expedition. The area
extending from about 82° 10’ north latitude and 31° west longi-
tude to about 12° west longitude was mapped by Mr. Peary as
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the LEast Greenland Sea. This area was discovered by Lieut.
J. P. Koch, of the Mylius-Erichsen expedition, to be dry land.
Koch's discovery was confirmed by the later expeditions of Mik-
kelsen and Rasmussen, and the territory named by Mr. Peary
“ Toast Greenland Sea " is shown on the latest map published by
the National Geographic Society as “Amdrup Land,” * Erichsen
Land,” and so forth,

Aunother of the Peary *discoveries " shown on Hydrographie
Office chart No. 2142 is “Jesup Land.” This is the large island
southwest of Grant Land and separated from it by Nansen
Sound, and from Raanes Peninsula and Fosheim Peninsula by
Fureka Sound. This land was discovered by Capt. Otto Sverd-
rup in 1900 and was mapped and explored by members of his
expadition. The island was named by Sverdrup “Axel Heiberg
Land ™ and the extreme northern portion of the island was
christened “ Svartevaeg” by him.

Capt. Sverdrup returned to Norway in September, 1902, and
his official report of that year places “Axel Heiberg Land " on
the maps of the world to Norway's credit, while its coast lines,
sounds, fjords, mountains, and other topographical and geo-
graphical features were mapped by him with thoroughness and
accuracy. Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142, published by our
Navy Department in 1903, the year after Sverdrup’s report was
made, shows a vague mass, without distinet outline or detail of
auy kind, across whiech is printed “ Jesup Land.” This vague
outline on chart No. 2142 is the only hint Peary gives of his
alleged discovery of this land until 1907, when his book, Nearest
the Pole, was published. On page 202 of that book he says:

From the summit 2,000 feet above the sea level (on Grant Lanid) and
of a more truly Alpine character than any that I have seen in northern
Greenland, or Grant Land, the view was more than interesting, * *

t lay the wide white zone of the ice foot ; west the unbroken surfaco
of Nansen's Strait, and beyond it the northern part of that western
land which I saw from the helghts of the Ellesmere Land ice cap. In
July, 1888, and named ** Jesup Land,” although Sverdrup has later given
it the name of * Ieiberg Land.”

Note carefully the date on whieh Mr. Peary claims to have
first seen * Jesup Land "—July, 1898—" from the heights of Elles-
mere Land.” Note carefully, also, the following quotation
from Peary’'s report to President Jesup and members of the Penry
Arctic Club on his work done in the Aretie in 1808-1902. T quote
from his report, ns printed in his book, Nearest the Pole, pages
200 and 297 :

In the spring of 1898 the Peary Arctic Club was organized, Morris K.
Jesup, Henry W. Cannon, H. L. Bridgman, 2!l personal friends of mine,
forming the nucleus about which the rest of you assembled, and in May
the Windward (loaned by Alfred Harmsworth, of London) arrived ; but
to my regret and disappointment, the machinists' strike in England hav-
ing ?rerented the installation of new engines, she was practically noth-
l“‘fm'“t a salling craft,

1o lateness of the seasan was such that I had te make the most of
ithe Windward as she was. But her extreme slowness (3} knots undoer
I&rnral.lie circumstances) and the introduction of a ullsturnlng factor in
the appropriation by anether of my plan and field of work necessitated
the charter of an auxiliary ship if I did not wish to be distanced. The
Windward salled from New York on the 4th of July, 1898, and on the
Tth 1 went on board the Hape at Sydm-{y, Cape Briton.

TI'ushing rapidly northward and omitting the usual calls at the Danish
Greenland ports, Cape York was reached after a voyage uncventful ex-
m‘t’l‘t for a nip in the ice of Melville Ray.

[ he work of hunting walrus and assembling my party of natives com-
menced at once; the
wag prosecuted by both ships until the final rendezvous at Etah, whenee
both ships steamed out on Saturday, August 13, the Windward to con-
tinue northward, the Hope bouml for home.

From Peary's own statements, therefore, we must conclude
that he has solved the hitherto unsolvable problem of how to
occupy two widely separated points at one and the game time,
sinee, according to his own report, he was oecupied from the time
of his departure from New York on July 4, 1808, until August
13, 1808, with his journey to Cape York and his arduous work of
hunting walrns and assembling his party of natives, while
through some highly developed psychological and physiologieal
ability he was, according to his own report, in July, 1898, view-
ing from the heights of the Ellesmere Land ice cap—nearly 300
miles distant—that western land which he claims to have seen
and named * Jesup Land.”

It is also a geographic fact that this same western land is so
situated that even were Mr. Peary gifted with supernatural
vizion he could not possibly have seen it at the place where he
located it, since it is not there, but much farther south and a
great deal farther west. On Hydrographic Office chart No.
2142 “ Jesup Land” is shown directly north of Arthur Land,
while in reality this land which Capt. Sverdrup named “Axel
Heiberg Land ™ is not north of Arthur Land but far to the west
of it. The Nalional Geographic Society on its latest maps has
removed Mr. Peary's “ Jesup Land,” and gives Capt. Sverdrup
credit for the discovery and naming of the land which Mr. Peary
called * Jesup Land.” Therefore, by reason of Capt. Sverdrup's
priority of discovery and correct charting of Axel Heiberg Land,

indward soon joined ns, after which the hunting |

Peary can not claim the honor of the discovery of the land shown
as * Jesup Land " on Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142,

. Let us now examine Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, men-
tioned in my resolution of February 25, 1915, as one of the charts
requiring cancellation or correction. On this chart, corrected
to January 22, 1915, we find “ Jesup Land” changed to “Axel
Heiberg Land ” and moved to its proper position. We also find
the “ East Greenland Sea” occupied by “Amdrup Land” and
* Erichsen Land,” while the northeastern boundary of Green-
land has been moved eastward some 20 degrees of longitude, but
the fictitious * Peary Channel” is still shown on chart No. 2560
as the northern boundary of the mainland of Greenland.

On this same chart, northwest of Grant Land, in latitude about
82° N. and longitude about 102° 1., is an undefined body of land
marked * Crocker Land,” which Robert K. Peary claimed that he
discovered in 1906.

Peary’s first mention of * Crocker Land " is found on page 202
of his book Nearest the Pole, when, quoting from his diary of
June 24, 1906, he says:

From the summit, 2,000 feet above the sea level, the view was more

n interesting. * * * North stretched the well-known ra, sur-
face of the polar pack, and northwest it was with a thrill that my
%lnsmrs revealed the faint white summits of a distant land, which my

8kimos claimed to have seen as we came along from the last camp.

Four days later, affer four days of travel westward, Peary
writes in his diary, while at his camp at the northernmost point
of Axel Heiberg Land (p. 207 of Nearest the Pole) :

The clear day greatly favored my work in taking a round of angles,
and with the glasses 1 could make out apparently a little more dls-
tinetly the snow-clad summits of the distant land in the northwest above
the lce horizon. X

My heart leaped the intervening miles of ice as I looked longingly at
this land, and in fancy I trod its shores and climbed its summits, even
though T knew that that pleasure could only be for another in another
season.

But that pleasurve was neither for Peary nor for “ another in
another season ™! 1In 1913 the * Crocker land expedition” was
sent out by the American Museum of Natural History, in New
York, ad the Ameriean Geographical Society, under the leader-
ship of Donald B. McMillan (a member of the last Peary ex-
pedition), to explore and chart Crocker Land. In November,
1914, advices were received from MecMillan by the museum
stating that Crocker Land does not exist. MeMillan's own story
is published in Harper's Monthly Magazine for October and No-
vember, 1915. I quote from the November number, pages 925-26:

On_ the morning of the 224 (of April, 1914) Green got a latitude of
81° 52° and a longitude of 103° 32°. To increase our latitude we set
a more northerly course on the 23d and 24th, with a variation of 1756
degrees westerly, Obscrvations on these two days put us in latitude
82° 30, longitude 108° 22°. We had not only reached the brown spot
on the map (Crocker Land), but were 30 miles inland! You ecan
imagine how earnestly we scanned every foot of that horizon—not a
thing in sight, We were convineed that we were in pursuit of a
wiil-o*-the-wisp. * * * Our dreams of the last four years were
merely dreams ; our hopes had ended In bitler disappointment.

In June, 1906, Peary stood on the summit of a peak 2,000 feet
high on the northern coast of Grant Land and made his claimed
discovery of this land, which he named Crocker Land. But
the loeation of this land had already been conveniently fixed
for Mr. Peary. It had long been a favorite theory of some
scientists that land might exist in that portion of the polar sea.
The report of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for 1904 con-
tains a chart on which this hypothetical land is located at about
82° porth Iatitude and about 100° west longitude. This chart
appeared in 1904, while Mr. Peary did not start on the trip on
which he “ discovered ™ this land until one year later, in 1905.
Thus this land, which was shown by the Coast and Geodetic
Survey as a possibility, was accepted by Peary as an actuality
and discovered as such, while Prof. McMillan now proves it to
have been only an imaginary dream.

Another feature of Hydrographic CGffice chart No. 2560 de-
serving careful consideration is the presentation of a line of
deep-sen soundings extending along the line of the seventieth
meridian west of Greenwich from 83° 7' north latitude to
89° 55’ north latitude. These soundings Peary claims to have
made on his last Arctic expedition.

As this is the only line of soundings ever claimed to have been
made in an approximately straight line to a latitude as far
north as 89° 53, the results are of peculiar interest. Let us
consider the conditions under which the soundings were made.

It is a well-known fact, proven by Arctic explorers from the
time of John Davis in 1588 up to the present time, that three
sets of observations are necessary in the Aretic regions to estab-
lish a navigator’s or traveler's position, namely, observations
for latitude, observations for longitude, and observations for
compass or magnetic variation, for there, as elsewhere, the
compass needle points neither to the geographic North Pole
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nor to the magnetic North Pole, but varies its direction to a
greater or less degree with every change of the traveler’s posi-
tion. Therefore frequent and careful observations are abso-
Intely necessary in order to determine one's position.

Another well-known fact, proven by many Arctic explorers
and disputed by mone, is that the ice of the polar sea is not
stationary, but is continually in motion, the average drift
being not less than 3 miles per day, and often more, according
to the force of the wind and the influence of various other
conditions. This is another reason why frequent and accurate
observations for latitude, for longitude, and for compass varia-
tions are absolutely necessary to determine an explorer’s posi-
tion as soon as he leaves the land.

At a hearing before the Committee on Naval Affairs of the
House of Representatives in 1911 Mr. Peary testified that at no
time on the Arctic expedition on which these soundings were
made did he or any member of his party attempt to make any
observations for longitude; at no time during the expedition
on which this line of soundings was made did Mr. Peary or
any member of his party make any observations for compass
variation; nor did Peary have with him on that expedition
any chart showing variations already determined by other
explorers in the Arctic regions. Mr. Peary also stated to the
congressional committee that throughout a journey of 410
miles over the frackless expanse of the Arctic Ocean he made
only three observations for latitude, and these were made while
the sun was at no time higher than 7° above the horizon, while
an altitude of 10° above the horizon is the lowest altitude at
which our Navy Department declares approximately accurate
observations for latitude can be made. The three observations
made by Mr. Peary for latitude were, of course, valueless
without the correlative observations for longitude and for
compass variation. The fact is indisputable, therefore, that at
no time after he left the sight of land could Mr. Peary have
known his position, since he claims to have traveled by compass,
yet did not know the direction in which his compass needle
pointed, neither did he know whether he was traveling on the
T0th or any other meridian, or at right angles to both.

In marked contrast with Peary’s lack of observations on his
so-called polar trip is Dr. Nansen’s report of his Arctic expedi-
tion across the Polar Sea in the Fram, and Nansen's sledge expe-
dition toward the pole. Dr. Nansen's scientific observations
on this polar expedition fill six large volumes and comprise
data of the greatest scientific interest and wvalue. On his
sledge trip toward the pole he averaged five daily observations
for latitude, longitude, and compass variation, while in 37 days
Peary made three observations for latitude only.

The observations of the astronomer on hoard the Fram, in
relation to the wvariation of the magnetic needle, show the
utter impossibility of traveling in a straight line by compass
only. I quote from volume 2, pages 33, 34, and 35, * Scientific
Results of the Norwegian North Polar Expedition, 1893-1896,
by Fridtjof Nansen”:

June 12, 1804, The needle in motlon eastward. The needle more
disturbed the afternoon than in the morning. The needle much

disturbed—danced up and down.
June 18, 1894 (4 miles farther north). The needle oscillated rapidly
backward and forward. The needle re ng from a westerly move-

ment. Eastward motion—

And so forth.

Pursuant to my resolution of February 25, 1915, I wrote the
Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Josephus Daniels, a letter under
date of October 5, 1915, as follows:

OcToBER 5, 1915.

My Dear Mg, Daxiers : Will you kindly inform me upon just what
data the sounding of 1.500 fathoms, 5 miles from the North Pole, was
placed on Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, covering the Arctic
reglons? Also please state who furnished the data.

Under date of October 19, 1915, Secretary Daniels replied to
my letter in the following communication:

OcToBER 19, 1915.

My Dear Mr. HELGESEX : In reply to your letter of the Gth instant,
No. 218, twesting to be informed * \;Eon )?tmt what data the sound-
ing of 1.5 fathoms O miles from the North Pole was placed on
Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, covering the Arctic " and
also * who furnished the data,”” I have to state that the soundings
shown on chart No. 2560 alonﬁ the
Cape Columbia and the North

eneral line of the merldian be-
tween 'ole, one of which is the 1,500-
fathom sounding referred to

b& youhwm obtained from data supplied
the United States Coast and Geode g ss:llflvey by Civil

Engineer
Pmr?. United States Navy, and soundings were afterwards
furnished the Hydrograp!

¢ Office by the Coast and Geodetic Survey.
JosEPHUS DANIELS.

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I note that the gentleman at-
tacks the claimed discovery of the North Pole by Commander
Peary. Does he give countenance to the alleged discovery of
the same place by a rival explorer?

Mr. HELGESEN. In these remarks I am dealing wholly
with the correction of our maps in so far as the Government has
put anything upon them that an American discoverer claims
to have discovered, and there is no other discoverer that I know
of who has got anything on our maps that does not deserve to
be there. I will come to that a little later.

Mr. SLOAN. I notice the gentleman speaks of this in rela-
tion to his resolution of February 25, 1915.

Mr. HELGESEN. Yes.

Mr. SLOAN. Has the gentleman reintroduced that resolution
in this Congress?

Mr. HELGESEN. I have not, because——

Mr. SLOAN. Does the gentleman intend to press this to a
hearing, so that the whole matter of the North Pole discovery
may be opened up by congressional investigation?

Mr. HELGESEN. I do not, because this has already been
settled officially by the Government. So far as Peary is con-
cerned, he is officially off our Government maps to-day. For
that reason T do not intend to press for any hearing on some-
thing that is already settled.

As this Jetter from the Secretary of the Navy showed that
the data for the soundings on chart No. 2560 was furnished by
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, I then communicated with Dr,
B. Lester Jones, Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetio
Survey, in a letter dated November 26, 1915, in which I said:

NoveEMmBER 26, 1915,

My Dear Dr. JoNes: On B‘ydl;:gsraghlc Office chart No. 2560, 8
;omln u?et Jé:‘s‘go a’é‘ft;h"m“ is indiea: at a distance of 5 miles from th
The Hon. Josephus Daniels, Secretary of the Navy, has informed
under date of October 19, 1515, that “the Coast gﬂ Geodetic Sur%
furnished the Hydrggraphic Office with the data which placed this
sounding of 1,500 fathoms at 5 miles from the North Pole upon Hydro-
sﬂw‘nlc Office Chart No. 2560. :
ill you please inform me who furnished the Coast and Geodetie
Burvey with the data, and the exact nature of that data which resulted
in p!sclng a 1,600-fathom sounding as above stated, and which is shown
on ﬂu%e 6 of the report of the (.gmmt and Geodetlc Sury , 19107
indly furnish me with co?y of report ﬁvlns sald ta and tl:i
method or system employed to check the data; also state by wha
department of the Coast and Geodetic Burvey safd checking was done.

Sincerely, yours,
H. T. HELGESEN.

On December 1, 1915, I received a letter from the Coast and

Geodetic Survey, which reads:
DeceMBEr 1, 1915,

My Dear Sik: Referring to your letter of the 26th instant, I i
close herewith photo copies of two letters referring to the tproﬂle
soundings taken by the e?ed.ltion and a pho cop&,o the pro-
file which was furnished the Hﬁl rogra.tihlc Office October 30, 1009,

It is assumed that this profile e data mentioned by the Hom,
Josephus Danlels, Becretary of the Navy, as having been furnished b{
ﬁésm I:;ru:u t}lo tﬁergy ph.'ch Office roi"1 lndolmﬂmt%u lnzﬁth

o e No e on Hydrographic Office 0.
The lﬁgtders recite the circumstances m«f w&

Yo-urs, respectfully,

er which these data

R. L. Fanis,
Acting Superintendent,
As this letter did not mention the manner in which the data

furnished the Coast and Geodetic Survey by the Peary -
tion were checked, I again wrote Dr. Jones, under date of
DecrMBER 2, 1915,

December 2, 1915, as follows:

My DeAr Dgr. JoNES: A letter from your office ed by R. L. Farls,
Acting Superintendent of the Coast and G ¢ Su , with in-
closures, just received, in reply to my letter of November 2

Mr, Faris's letter does not contain quite all of the information which
I desire. Permit me to call your attention to the last paragraph of my
letter, which remains unanswered. I will therefore ask you to reply
speclﬂul]y to the followlnsg:

Just what method or system was employed to check the data of which
you have sent me photostat ies. Also, please state what depart-
ment of the Coast and Geodetic Survey checked these data.

As 1 am particularly interested im the soun of 1500 fatho
located on the " Profile of Soundings™ at 88° ' north latitude
wish you would inform me if any attempt was made to the point
at which that sounding was made, and if so, what verification of said
position is in the pessession of your d ¥

Sincerely, yours,

H. T. HELGESEX.

Acting Superintendent R, L. Faris promptly and courteously
replied to the above letter on December 4, 1915:
DecEupRR 4, 1915,
My Dpar Sir: Referring to {W: letter of the 2d instant, I have
be learned fr

to state that in so far as can om the files of this office. the
es of which were forwarded you, and a photo-

taken by the sz;axpmlltlan

he data furnished the H. ograghic Office Octol 30, 1909,

for indicati dcgthu in the vicinity of the North Pole on Hydrographic
ce chart No. 2560,

Under the circumstances the depths of the soundings are not sus-

ceptible to a check like those obtained in a detailed hydrographie survey,

At the time the profile of soundings was the Hydrographle

t
Office there is no record of this bureau having data available for check-
ing the geographical position of the soundings.
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I trust the above will meet your requirements and shall be glad if you
will ecall upon us whenever we can be of any asslstance to you.
Yours, respectfully, s

Acﬁn?' lepeﬂntendm
This letter of Mr. Faris's left me somewhat in doubt as to
whether or not any data had been furnished the Coast and Geo-
detic Survey at any time since October 30, 1909, which would
throw further light on these soundings. I therefore wrote Dr.
Jones again on December 7, 1915, a letter, which I quote:

DeczmBeR T, 1915,

DEAR Dn. JoNes : reply to letter of December 2 iz just re-
celved, si A-.tlng Superinten ent R. L. Fnr 8.

er szut.es that you have alrea e “all the data fur-
nished the Hydro ic ﬂk‘e October 30, 1809 for indicating depths
12%3013 vicinity o North Pole on Hydromphlc Office chart

The letter also states that:
“At the time the profile of soundings was furnished the Hydrographic
Omct- there {s no record of this bureau luwi.ng d.nm avallable for check-
the geographlcal position of the soundings.
regret he necessity of trouhllng you turther in the matter, but I
desire a little further informatlon ; therefore ask you to kindly
inform me if at time since October 30 1909, up to the present time,
the Coast and Geodetic Smeymbeenm ished wi or informa-
tion by any member of the Peary ition wh.‘lch wonld enable a
.qt:hel;:klngdnr veriﬂuutlon of the geographical positions of these snnndtngs
0 De made.
Thankinlg you for your courtesy and prompt replies to my varlous

inquiries,
Very sinoemly, yours, H, T. HELGESEN.

Superintendent Jones's ultimate reply to my inquiry read as
follows :

Uxiren StaTes COAST AND Gnoorric Sunvey,
. Washington, December m, 1915,
Hon, Hexry T, HELGESEN,

My Dear 8in: In reply to your letter of December 10, and subse-
quent verbal conversation and requests up to the present date. in which
you ask if the United States Coast and Geodetie Burvey has been fur-
nished with data or information by any member of the Peary ergedl
tion which will enable a checking or verification of the geographical
positions of the soundings to be made:

This bureau has never at any time received any data from any mem-
ber of the Peary expedition of 1908-9 which would enable a determina-
tion or verification of the geo‘ﬁ;nphical ponltlon of the soundings re-
ferred to in the profile of soun by Mr. Peary as a resu!t
of his 19089 expedition, to be made.

The geograp 1 positions of these soundings therefore ean not be
wverified by the survey, and each and every one of them can be aceepted
only as submitted

I am, respevthmy. yours,
E. LeEsTER JONES,
’ Superintendent Coast and Geodetic Survey.

1 have therefore, as the result of my investigation into this
line of soundings shown on Hydrographie Office chart 2560, the
official word of the Secretary of the Navy, in whose department
of the Government Mr. Peary was employed at the time of and
during his last Arctic expedition, and the official statement of
the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetie Survey, under
whose department of the Government these soundings were un-
dertaken, that they are not susceptible of checking, and there-
fore are not susceptible of proef.

But if not susceptible of proof, this prefile of soundings fur-
nished the Coast and Geodetic Survey by Mr. Peary as the
most valuable scientific result of his last Arctic expedition
is certainly susceptible of disproof, and should therefore be re-
moved from our charts and maps. I shall illustrate by a few
examples of the soundings as given by Peary; and in this eon-
neetion I would say that in quoting from Peary's narrative or
book of his last Arctic expedition I am making use only of ma-
terial offered by Peary himself as official evidence of his journey
to the North Pole, for at the congressional hearing in 1911 he
presented his book as testimony, and at that same hearing
Peary stated:

If that is in my beook, I will stand by it. (Seep. 122 of the hearing.)

We note on Hydrographie Office chart No. 2560 and on the
“profile of soundings ” furnished the Coast and Geodetic Survey
by Peary—a photographie copy of which is in my possession—a
sounding of 310 fathoms claimed to have been made by Prof.
Marvin at 85° 23’ north latitude, and another sounding of T00
fathoms, with no bottom reached, elaimed to have been made by
Marvin at 85° 33",

On page 243 of Peary's book relatlng the story of his last
Arctic expedition he says:

The end of this march put us between 85° 7' and 85° 30, The
actual position, as figured later, was 85" 23°.

On page 246 of the same book Peary says:

At the next camp Marvin made a sounding and, to our surpris
reached bottom at o?:l_v 310 fathoms— i

Thus locating his sounding of 310 fathoms one camp beyond
85° 23’, although it is shown at 85° 23’ on chart No. 2560 and
on the profile ef soundings. Peary states in the book that the
“ pext camp” beyond 85° 23’ was at 85° 33, so that, in order

to be consistent, he should have loeated the sounding of 310

fathoms at 85° 33" instead of at 85° 23°. But at his claimed
latitude of 85° 83’ he shows a sounding of T00 fathoms, with
no bottem reached, instead of the sounding of 310 fathoms
which he says he took at this point. It is plainly evident, there-
fore, that neither of these soundings was taken at the points
indicated on chart No. 2560 and on the “ profile of soundings ™;
and as there is no possible method of determining where they
were taken, or if they were taken at all, they should be removed
from Hydrographie Office chart No. 2560 and any other of our
Government maps and charts whereon they may appear.

The next sounding shown on the chart and on the profile is
claimed by Peary to have been made by Robert Bartlett at 87"
15" north latitude, and is so indicated on chart No. 2560 and on
the profile of soundings. But neither does this position corre-
spond with other statements made by Peary. On page 262 of
Peary's book he says:

Bartlett made a sounding of 1,260 fathoms, but found no bottom.

On the profile of soundings this sounding of 1,260 fathoms is
shown at 87° 15’. On page 264 of the book, Peary tells us that
the day after Bartlett made the sounding of 1,260 fathoms they
traveled “a good 20 miles.” The following day he says they
again traveled 20 miles (p. 266). This brought them to the
point where Bartlett left the expedition and returned to the
shi’p which point Peary assures us was 87° 46" 49/, or a scant

47’. As Bartlett traveled 40 miles after maklng the 1,260-
tathom sounding, and we are told by Peary that he reached 87°
47" north latitude, the place where he took the sounding must
have been 40 miles south of 87° 47", or 87° 7', instead of 87° 15’
as shown by Peary on the profile ot soundtngs. Therefore, while
this discrepancy proves absolutely that Bartlett’s sounding of
1,260 fathoms was not made at 87° 15, as indicated by Peary,
wehnveno method to det.ermlnewhereitmally was taken, if at
all; and I insist that this sounding also should be removed from
all of our charts and maps where it may appear.

The profile of soundings and chart No. 2560 also show a
sounding whieh Mr. Peary claims to have personally made at
89° 55’ north latitude.

At the hearing before the Naval Committee in 1911 Peary
deseribed his most northern camp as located at 89° 57" north
latitude. Again, at the same hearing, he located it at 89° 55’,
and yet again at 89° 52’, thus giving three different locations for
this camp. (Seepp.31 40, and 128 of hearing,) In the pub-
lished hearing a quotation is made from Peary’s diary, reading
as follows:

Imposesible to find place to sound; 5 miles south from camp, 1,500
tatl:oms. no bottom (p. 40).

On page 304 of Peary’s book we find this paragraph:

We crowded on all speed for the first 5 miles of our return journey.
Then we came to a narrow crack, which was filled with reeent ice,
which furnished a chance to for a soundim Ousound.lngap-
paratus gave us 1,600 fathoms of water, with no bottom.

‘We have therefore Peary’s own statement in his book and his
officinl statement made to the Committee on Naval Affairs in
1911 that this sounding of 1,500 fathoms and no bottom was
made at a point some 5 miles distant from his northernmost
camp. As he loeates his northernmost camp varionsly at 89°
577, 89° 55’, and 897 527, it is evident that this sounding of 1,500
fathoms was not made at 89° 55'. Where it was really made
no one, not even Mr. Peary, is in a position to say.

The soundings claimed to have been made by Peary near the
coast of Grant Land are not new to science, since in 1876 Com-
mander Markham made soundings as far north as 83° 20/, thus
antedating Mr. Peary in this region by 30 years.

This alleged “ profile of soundings ™ is of interest in its bear-
ing on another matter, of which I shall speak briefly. At a
hearing before the House Committee on Naval Affairs, on March
4, 1910, Prof. O. H. Tittmann, then Superintendent of the Coast
and Geodetic Survey, made the following official statement:

When Mr. Peary returned from the Arctic he sent us (the Coast and
Geodetic Survey) the volumes of the tidal observations that he had
made. Mr. Pear& also forwarded to us a line of soundings which he
had made extending from Cape Columbia to within about 5 miles of the
pole. So he forwarded those to me offi , and that is the official
record we have of his having been st the No Paole.

Supt. Tittmann was then asked by Congressman Dawson, a
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs:
caT o el sidency i tho, f e It yon b Mt st —that

s o reac —
is, wﬁﬂhm striking nce of the pole? Ise?lil’em any official record?

To which question Supt. Tittmann replied :

I have no official evidence of that except, as I sald, the line of sound-
ings under Peary’s signature.

- Therefore, Mr. Chairman, since these fictitious soundings re-
ported by Peary, which do net correspend in any way with other
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stories related by him, are the only official evidence presented
by I'eary that he reached the North Pole, I make the unqualified
assertion that Robert E. Peary never did reach the North Pole
nor any place approximately near to that geographic polnt. Mr.
’eary thus far has furnished no reasonable evidence that he
has reached the North Pole, and as he testified before the Navy
Committee that he had produced all the evidence he 1
it is quite evident that he never can establish his claim to its
discovery.

At the time of the congressional hearings on Peary’s alleged
discovery of the North Pole an effort was made to becloud the
issue by the introduction as evidence of 21 volumes of so-called
scientific data procured by the expedition. These 21 volumes
contained the tidal observations referred to by Supt. Tittmann
in his testimony, every one of which tidal observations was
made at a coastwise point, and the greater number of them
before the so-called polar expedition left the ship. Not one of
these tidal observations was made, or is claimed to have been
made, en route to or returning from or at the place which Peary
named the North Pole.

A second attempt was made to becloud the issue by statements
made to the congressional committee that the Coast and Geodetic
Survey had received two additional volumes of meteorological
observations made and signed by Prof. Ross G. Marvin, who
accompanied Peary a short distance on his alleged polar jour-
ney ; but a letter dated .July 26, 1915, signed by Dr. E. Lester
Jones, Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, shows
that these observations were all made in 1908, while Peary's
sledge expedition did not leave land until February, 1909. In
other words, these meteorological observations were all made
prior to Peary’s departure from land. I quote Dr. Jones’s letter:

JuLx 26, 1915.
Hon. Mexry T. HELGESEN.

My Dear Sik: Complying with {our request in reference to a letter
to Mr. Tittmann, former Superintendent of the United States Coast
and Geodetle SBurvey, dated June 14, 1910, written by Commander R. B,
I'eary, advising that he was sending to this bureau two books of addi-
tional meteorological observations and chronometer comparisons made
by Prof. Marvin, I wish to say that these volumes only refer to observa-
1{’ons made during the year 1908 and make no reference whatsoever to

the year 1909

1 am, respectfully, yours, E, LESTER JONES,

Superintendent.
A third attempt was made to becloud the issue when the con-
gressional committee was informed that Prof. Donald B. Mec-
Millan had made certain scientific observations which estab-
lished Mr. Peary’s claim to the attainment of the North Pole,
I have in my possession the photographic reproduction of a let-
ter written by Prof. MeMillan to Mr. Peary, from which I shall
quote. Note particularly the date of the letter:
ROOSEVELT, January 9, 1909,
R. E. PEARY, United States Navy.
DeAr Bimm: I have the honor to submit supplementary report on my
tidal observations at Cape Columbia.
Respectfully, yours, D. B. MCMILLAN.
The report accompanying this letter is dated January 4, 1909,
showing that the observations contained therein must have been

made before Mr. Peary’s sledge expedition left the ship in-

February, 1909.

The assertion is sometimes made that any denial of the authen-
ticity of Mr. Peary's claims is an attempt to pervert history.
Mr, Chairman, it is this very perversion of history that I desire
to prevent. Is it a perversion of history to deny Peary's claims
when they are repudiated and canceled not only by the laymen
but by the expert scientists of those two departments, namely,
the Navy Department and the Coast and Geodetic Survey? The
Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Navy Department (Hydro-
graphic Office) have repudiated and canceled Mr. Peary's
“Peary Channel,” thereby denying his claim also to the dis-
covery of the insularity of Greenland. The Coast and Geodetic
Survey and the Navy Department (Hydrographic Office) have
repudiated and canceled Mr. Peary’s “ East Greenland Sea,”
where high land has been found to exist. The Coast and Geo-
detic Survey and the Navy Department (Hydrographic Office)
have repudiated and canceled Mr. Peary's claimed discovery
of * Crocker Land,” which has been found to be only a broad
expanse of the Polar Sea. The Coast and Geodetic Survey and
the Navy Department (Hydrographic Office) have repudiated
Mr. Peary’s claimed discovery of “Jesup Land,” and on our
charts have placed “Axel Heiberg Land ” in its stead, which land
is shown where it actually exists, and not where the fictitious
“Jesup Land ” was placed by Mr. Peary.

My resolution requesting the correction of our Government
charts and maps of the Arctic region led to careful investiga-
tions by the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Navy Depart-
ment, which investigations have resulted in the cancellation of
Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142 and the correction of Hy-
drographic Office chart No. 2560, as witness correspondence be-

tween Secretary of the Navy Daniels and myself, from which I
shall quote.

The first letter from the Hydrographic Office read in part, as
follows: -

MarcH 29, 1015,

My Dear Mr. HELGESEN : T have recelved a mpg of House joint resolu-
tion 431, introduced in the llouse by you on the 25th ultimo, relative to
certain charts issued by this office,” with particular reference to Hydro-
graphic Office charts Nos. 2142 and 2560, and I note that you find
objections to the same in that they are supposed not to be correct.

f you will kindly inform me what faults you find or objections you
have to the two charts above mentioned, and any other charts, I assure
ﬁiou tl;to information will be carefully considered and every weight

ven

Very sincerely, TiHoS. WASHINGTOXN,

Captain, United States Navy, Hydrographer.

I replied to this letter, giving my objections to charts Nos.
2560 and 2142, as I have stated them in this speech, together
with other information too voluminous to quote now, and on
April 28, 1915, I received a letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
which reads:

APRIL 28, 1915,

My DEAR Mg, HELGESEN : T have the honor to acknowledge the recelpt
of your letter No. 216 of the 14th instant, addressed to the hydrog-
rapher, and certain information relative to Hydrographic Office charts
Nos. 2142 and 2560 covering portions of the Arctle regions.

Relative to Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142, 1 have to state
that * * * the chart has been withdrawn from issue and canceled.

The department will be pleased to receive any information you may
be able to give it in connection with the contemplated revision of the
polar charts.

Sincerely, yours, JOSErHUS DAXIELS,

After further correspondence relative to Hydrographic Office
chart No. 2560, Secretary Danigls wrote me under date of
September 17, 1915, a letter from which I quote:

SEPTEMBER 17, 19105,

My DEAr MR. HHELGESEN : I haye the honor to acknowledge the receipt
of your communication of the 1st Instant.

n further refcrence to the removal of Crocker Land from Hyidro-
graphic Office chart No. 2560, I have to state that the plate of that
chart has been taken in hand, with the urpose of removing Crocker
Land and also for the removal of Pear, nnel, which the expedition
of Mylius Erichsen found not to exist, together with any other features
which further search of records may show should need to be amended,

Sincerely, yours,
JOSEPHUS DANIELS.

The above correspondence shows that the Navy Department
has repudiated the Peary * discoveries,” as already mentioned
by me.

The Coast and Geodetic Survey in 1911 published a volume
entitled “Arctic Tides,” which mentions the Peary Channel and
Crocker Land. My resolution led to correspondence with the
Coast and Geodetic Survey, which department, after due and
careful investigation, has issued a “ corrective slip,” which is
inserted in every copy of the publication, which *“ corrective
slip " reads as follows: ;

CORRECTIVE XOTE TO ARCTIC TIDES.

Recent exploretions have shown that Paa Channel, mentioned upon
page 95 and shown upon the chart of cotidal lines as separating the
extreme northern gor jon of Greenland from Greenland proper, does
not exist; also that Crocker Land, mentioned upon pages 92 and 95, if
existent, does not lie in the position Indicated upon t chart.

And now the Coast and Geodetic Survey has officially repudi-
ated all possibility of determination or verification of the fic-
titious line of soundings claimed to have been made by Peary
on his expedition whereby he asserts that he reached the North
Pole, and by such official repudiation the Coast and Geodetic
Survey has officially destroyed Peary's last and only basis for
his claim to the attainment of the North Pole.

I again quote from the letter of December 18, 1915, written
by the Superintendent of the Coast and.Geodetic Survey to me:

This bureau has never at any time recelved any data from any
member of the Peary expedition of 1908-1009 which would enable a de-
termination or verification of the geographical position of the soundings
referred to in the profile of soundings furnished by Mr. Peary as a
result of his 1908-1909 expedition to made,

The geographical positions of these soundings therefore can not be
verified by the survey, and each and every one of them can be accepted
only as submitted.

E. LEsTER JOXES,

Superintendent Coast and Geodetic Survey.

Can such a repudiative decision made by the scientists of the
Coast and Geodetic Survey, that department of our Government
under whose orders Mr. Peary served on his last expedition—
a repudiative decision reached only after careful study and
thorough consideration of all the available data—be termed a
perversion of history? Rather would it be a perversion of-
history, a perversion of geography, a perversion of science, were
these fictitious results of false claims of discovery and achieve-
ment allowed to remain unchallenged on our Government maps
and charts.

That this action of the Navy Department and of the Coast
and Geodetic Survey, resultant of my resolution of February
25, 1915, has been accepted as conclusive by the largest firm




1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1039

of map and atlas publishers. in this country is evidenced. by
the following letter received by me from Rand, McNally & Co.,
of New York, Chieago, and London, England :

Cuicaco, December 18, 1915,
Mr. H. T. HELGESEN.

DeAr Sin: Your favor of the Gth is received, and we are pleased to

inform you that our new series of mnps—the Goode map—will, we

believe, meet 1?'q:nrxr requirements in the line of accuracy in every detafl.

The map of the world in this series, which recently came from the
Prer»s. does not show the fictitious * Crocker Land,” nor the fictitious

Pvary Chann W bellew that as far as at:thentleity is concerned
these m:gs far y series of maps on the market t

Appreciating tha klmll s irit of your information, and assu ng you
that we are glad at all times to receive data for the purposes of
maintaining aeccuracy in our maps, we are;

Very truly, yours,
RAND, McNALLy & Co.

We have therefore the word of this leading firm of atlas and
juap publishers that the maps which omit * Crocker Land " and
the “ Peary Channel” are the most authentic of any maps on
the market at this time.

And now, Mr. Chairman, I shall refer to another matter rela-
tive to the correction and reissuance of our Government maps
and charts of the Arctie regions—a matter of justice. I refer
to the names placed on various geographic features of the
regions within the Arctic Circle, names placed thereon by the
original disecoverers, which names have been largely and un-
justly removed and superseded by more recent explorers. L
refer especially, Mr. Chairman, to those portions of northern
Greenland and Grant Land which were explored and charted
by an expedition under the leadership of an honorable and
honored officer of the United States Army, Maj. Gen. (then
Lieut.) A. W. Greely, in command of the Lady Franklin Bay
expedition. The members of this expedition, working under
difliculties and hardships unknown and inconceivable to ex-
plorers of this generation, explored and mapped these regions
with such accuracy and fidelity to detall that, although fre-
quently confirmed, their data as presented has never been
questioned or denied by those who have followed them. Neither
Gen. Greely nor the members of his expedition have ever asked
or received Government favors. Gen. Greely earned his title
by faithful service; it is not an empty honor bestowed on him
for claimed achievements, never performed. Throughout this
and other countries he is recognized and honored for what he
has done, yet the names this faithful officer of the United
States Army placed on our Government maps by right of priority
of discovery have been omitted from our latest Government

maps.

In 1876 the English explorer, Aldrich, of the expedition
under command of Sir George Nares, unfurled the English flag at
the northern point of Grant Land, while Sir George Nares,.
believing that the American explorer, Hall, had first seen that
point—although Hall had not reached it—named the point Cape
Columbia as a compliment to America and American explorers.
In return courtesy, seven years later, Gen. Greely placed the
name of “ Nares Land ™ on the land south of Nordenskiold Inlet,
in North Greenland.

Other portions of the northern part of Greenland have been
known for many years as Hall Land, Hazen Land, and Wash-
ington Land; but while these names still appear in very small
type on Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, the name of Peary
Land, in glaringly large letters, is spread blatantly across these
other names of honored statesmen and explorers. This, I con-
tend, Mr. Chairman, is an injustice which should not be tol-
erated.

Many other names placed on the map by Gen. Greely are
omitted from Hydrographic Office ehart No. 2560. These names,
Mr. Chairman, should not be lost from our Government maps
and charts nor should they be replaced by the names given by
later explorers.

The Lady Franklin Bay expedition was a Government expe-
dition, and the Government officially accepted and printed Gen.
Greely’s report of the expedition, as is shown by a resclution
which passed the House of Representatives—the Senate con-
curring—on June 17, 1886, that caused to be printed two vol-
umes, being a report of the proceedings of the international
polar expeditien to Lady Franklin Bay, by First Lient. (now
Maj. Gen.) A. W. Greely.
and charts showing the various discoveries made by the Lady
Franklin Bay expedition.

I have recently received a letter from Gen. Greely, which I
shall quote:

: WasHiNaToN, D. C., December 11, 1915,
To the Hon. H. T. HELGESEN

‘House of Eermenfa tives.

Dear Sir: In answer to g ur letter of December 6, referring to

your resolution of February 25, 1915, it is needless to say that every

These two volumes contain maps

right- thlnkl.ni!explorer scrupulously recognizes the work of his prede-
CcesS0TE, S0 that your wish to {ace on future maps ed by the
United States the origina ven to new diseoveries is right and
proper. In additlon, the displac n% of an original set of names by
others is most strongly mdemned y all ﬁt-ogmphm both as unfair
and also as leading to confusion and misun tanding.

The followin% original discoveries were named by me in honor of the
enlisted men: of the Lady Franklin Bay expedlﬂon. who. partici
therein, The greater number of the men paid for their accompl hal
duty by linge & deaths, The following names were approved
Seerctaries of War and of Navy, and were ente'red on t.he o ci.al.
Mﬂovergg:;;:t map published In the official report (H. R. : 18. Mis.

Ca) Brainard, Frederick ; Mounts Blederbick, Connell, and Whistler ;
and Brainard Island. For Lieut Lockwood, who made the world's record
for the farthest north, were named Cape Lockwood and Lockwood
Island. For President Garfleld were named Garfleld Coast and Gar-
field Mountains. For Vice President Arthur Mount Arthur and Arthur

Land. For George Washington, ge ngton. For E. o,
Cape- Kane. For the distinguished Austrian-Hungarian erpicm:r Wey-

precht Inlet. For Admiral Sir George Nares, R. N., Nares La.ur.l—as
an acknowledgement of the farthest int that could possibly be seen
by his men. chley Land for Ca hlefmwhm enei;gy and courage
rescued the survivors of my e Hamn.
Chief Si 1 Officer, 'nnder whom the expedition served. t Fiord,
for the reta.lgmi the Navy. Fort Conger, Conger Inlet, aml Conger
Mountain, tor Conger, whose influence largely hrous-ht about

the tllspatch of the expedition.

Mount Grant (named for Gen. Grant), and Black Horn Cliffs were,
I thin:i ul?’ed by m{ pmdemsom. but I serupulously retained every
name given

f redecessors,
Trusting t e ormation given covers the ground to your

satisfaction,
I am, yours, A, W. GreEELY,
. Major General, Retired.

Commander of the Lady Franklin Bay International Polar Station.

As just stated, it was in grateful remembrance of the timely
rescue of the Greely survivors, effected by the Government relief
expedition under the late Admiral Winfield Scott Schiey (then
Capt. Schley) that Gen. Greely named one of the lands which
he had discovered Schley Land. This name, with others, was
jointly approved by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of
the Navy, and was placed on United States Navy chart
H. 0. 963, edition of 1885, by the Hydrographer of the Navy;
but it is now omitted from H. O. chart 2560 by a later Hydrog-

rapher.

In a letter dated December 29, 1915, Gen. Greely said:
Hon. H. T. HELGESEN.

Dean Smm: 8 tha mm of the Franklin Bay expedition
i regret t.h.a.dt’the Hydmmpyhu'p f the

bave a right to
Navy should erase mth.e chnrn ottheNavyadismverypam for
by lives of the men of the and sh indirectly relegate, in a

measure, to obscurity the services "of a dl.sti.ngulshed officer of the Navy,
whose expedition in its lnceptlon and in its results engaged the atten-
tion of the civilized world. S

REELY,

A, W. -
Major General, United States Army, Retired.

Under date of June 4, 1915, I wrote Secretary of the Navy
‘Damniels, asking him the following question:

Who had the audacity to remove the name of a renowned admiral
of the United States Navy (Admiral SBchley) from the charts of the

{im phie Office, when that name was placed on a newly dis-
coveresl land by its dlmvem. Gen. Greely, an henored officer of the
United States ¥?

To this question I received no reply. I therefore wrote Secre-
tary Daniels on November 29, 1915, requesting a reply to the
above specific question. Apparently the Secretary of the Navy
and the Hydrographer of the Navy Department did not wish to
place themselves on record in writing on this matter, but under
date of December 15, 1915, I received a letter from the Acting
Secretary of the Navy, which read, in part, as follows:

DecEMBER 15, 1915,

My Dgan Mr. HEnGEsSgN: In connection with prior correspondmm
on the sub, ect of Hrdmfnphic charts Nos, 2142 and 2560, the de
ment woul that. ould you care to visit the Hydro
at any time for the examination of its charts or r nﬂord-
ing any assistance I her[ng the work thereon, youn will receive

every consideration.
Fransrniy D. RoOSEVE
Acting Seeretary o)' ﬂ'se Navy.
On December 23, 1015, I ealled at the Hydrographic Office
and verbally repeated my question to the Hydrographer, Capt.
Thomas Washington: “ Why was the name of ‘Schley Land’
omitted from Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560?” Capt.
Washington _informed me verbally that the authority and
precedent for such action was the faet that the geographie board
of Cananda had officially removed the name of “ Schley Land*
as a subdivision of Ellesmere Island, and as the Canadian board
was generally accepted as authority for geegraphic place nnmes
in Canadian territory the Hydrographic Offiee of the United
States Navy Department had taken like action. Capt. Thomas
Washington also informed me verbally that the geographic
board of Canada had officially deeided to remove all the names
of subdivisions from Ellesmere Island, leaving only the com-
prehensive name: of “ Elesmere Island ™ to apply fo the terri-
tory thus designated. This information Capt. Thomas Wash-
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ington gave me verbally, acting in his official position as
Hydrographer of the United States Navy Department, in answer
to a question asked by me in my official position as a Congress-
man of the United States.

Thereupon I wrote a letter, dated December 27, 1915, to the
minister of the interior, Hon. W. J. Roche, Ottawa, Canada, in
which I said: -

I shall appreciate your courtesy if you will inform me if the
geographic rd of nada -has decided to remove the name of
*“ 8Bchley Land” from that subdivision of Ellesmere Island or if its
omission from your map of * Franklin, 1911, was merely an inad-
vertence,

H. T. HELGESEN.

I am now in receipt of the following letter from Hon. W. J.
Roche, minister of the interior, Canada:

OTTAWA, ONTARLO, January §, 1916,

Hon., H. T. HELGESEN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

DeAR Sir: In reference to yours of the 29th ultimo, regarding the
omission of the name of * Schley Land " on our map of Franklin and
in regard to which you ask if the geographic board of Canada had
decided to remove name from that subdivision of Ellesmere Island
or if its omission was merely an inadvertence, I am informed by the
chairman of the geographic board that no order has been, issued by that
board for the removal of the name of “ Bchley Land " or of any other
subdivision of Ellesmere Island; these names have not been passed
vpon by the board. Mr. White states that the map of Franklin ac-
companying his Place Names in Northern Canada was transferred
from the plate of a geological survey map and that the name of * Bchley
Land " was Inadvertently omitted therefrom by the geological survey

dra: en,
Yours, faithfully, . ROCHE,

Minister of the ‘;:;tg;*for, Canada.

The minister of the interior, Canada, therefore makes the
unqualified statement, in direct contradiction to Capt. Thomas
Washington, that the name of Schley Land never has been re-
moved by the geographic board of Canada.

Therefore after a period of seven months I have received a
reply to my question to the Secretary of Navy; not from Secre-
tary of the Navy Daniels, not from Capt. Thomas Washington,
Hydrographer, but officially from the minister of the interior,
Canada, who assures me officially that no such action as stated
to me by Capt. Thomas Washington, Hydrographer, was ever
taken by the geographic board of Canada.

" It is an unpleasant surprise to me that a public official, Capt.
Thomas Washington, Hydrographer, of the United States Navy
Department, should deliberately misinform a Congressman on
a matter of public interest connected with his department, as
Capt. Washington has done, and thus expose himself to ridicule
and censure.

If a true American official, in charge of the Hydrographie
Office, had learned that the name of an honored American ad-
miral had been removed from a land discovered by an American
Army officer, he would never have guoted Canadian authority
on the subject : certain it is he would not have done so when no
Canadian authority exists for such action; on the contrary, he
would make every possible effort to replace that American
name not only on our own maps but on the maps of Canada as
well.

Mr. Chairman, I have reviewed this subject somewhat at
Jength, in order that it may be a matter of record and history
that the action requested in my resolution of February 25, 1915,
has been taken by the scientists and heads of the interested de-
partments of our Government, with the exception only of the
replacing of “ Schley Land " on our maps and charts; and now
that I have proved conclusively that there is not even Canadian
authority for the omission of that name, we hope that this name
also will be replaced on the maps of this Government in the
near future. )

Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142, which I asserted should
be canceled, has been canceled and withdrawn from ecircula-
tion. Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, which I insisted
should be corrected, is now being corrected in line with the
suggestions made by me. And, Mr. Chairman, these cancella-
tions and corrections have not been made as the result of snap
judgment or hasty or ill-considered action, but only after careful
study of the facts and data which I presented.

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I shall stat: that the Govern-
ment, through the Hydrographic Office (Navy Department),
should at once publish a new and accurate chart of the Arctic
regions, in order that the authenticated discoveries of an Amer-
ican Government expedition, under the leadership of an hon-
ored officer and veteran of our Army, Maj. Gen. A .W. Greely,
may be perpetuated; and that the map makers and scientists
of the world may know that the fictitious * discoveries” of
Robert E. Peary, heretofore shown on our maps, have been
repudiated and canceled by the sworn officers and scientists of
our Navy Department and of our Coast and Geodetic Survey,

with the end in view that scientific truth shall prevail and that
bistory shall not be perverted. [Applause.]

If I have any time left I yield it back.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back five minutes.

Mr. FERRIS. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from
New York [Mr. BENxET].

Mr, BENNET. Mr. Chairman, as a representative in part of
the city of New York I want to extend my thanks to the gentle-
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], who the other day showed
sympathetic interest in the harbor of New York and an intelli-
gent comprehension of the fact that our harbor is not a local
but a national proposition. Nevertheless I do not think his
statement that our harbor has been diseriminated against can be
permitted to stand. There would be a certain advantage to the
Representatives from New York in being able to pose on the
floor of the House as martyrs representing a martyred com-
munity ; but the facts would not bear us out.

In 1868, when this country was just emerging from the great
expense of the Civil War, it nevertheless authorized the expendi-
ture of over $8,000,000 to improve the East River and the har-
bor of New York and to deepen the East River to the depth of
26 feet, a project of statesmanlike farsightedness, and, in fact,
far ahead of the exact needs of that moment. Our harbor was
s0 good that outside of that authorization we needed nothing
¢else until the time eame for the 40-foot Ambrose Channel. Then
this Congress gave us that. Then we needed the development
along the Bay Ridge side to the extent of 40 feet, and Congress
gave us that.

Ten years ago, in the Fifty-ninth Congress, my then colleague,
whose successor T now am, Col. Joseph A. Goulden, introduced
in this House a proposition for a survey of the East River, and
the House passed it. In the first session of the next Congress
he introduced a proposition for another survey, this later one
covering the entire IKast River, and the IHouse passed that.
Under that the War Department proceeded to make a most
exhaustive survey of the needs of East River. That was re-
ported about 1911. It went to the board of review.

As recommended by the district engineer it called for the ex-
penditure of $34,000,000. Our eity, through our dock commis-
sioner, did what I imagine is rather unusual. They said that
while they recognized the generosity of the district engineer,
we could get along with less than he had recommended, and they
recommended that in one place where he had proposed a 33-foot
channel the depth be reduced to 20 feet. Of course, that was
done by the board of review. Another matter, which was en-
tirely a tidal matter, was eut out by the board of review, and
in the Sixty-third Congress there was recommended to this
House the authorization of $13,500,000 for a new project fo: the
East River. At the very first session after that recommendation
came into Congress the Committee on Rivers and Harbors
reported it favorably and this House passed it, so that in the
last 48 years the city of New York has had no legitimate com-
plaint against the Congress of the United States in connection
with the improvement of its harbor. But it will have a legiti-
mate complaint if the project is not now adopted, becanse we
have reached a stage in New York City where we have abso-
lutely no frontage on channels that we can utilize for the neces-
sary development of our harbor. Everybody knows that there
is an embargo against export freight, and one of the reasons for
that is that ships coming into the harbor of New York to-day
can not find wharves at which to berth. It is not the fault of
the city of New York. In the last year we have constructed on
the North River, where there is access to them, piers and
wharves which have an area of over 45 acres, and a length,
counting the going in and coming out on the two sides of each
wharf, of over 7 miles. We are now docking ocean liners on
Fifty-sixth Street on the North River, something like G miles
north of the Battery, where the docking commences, and we are
utilizing the space. Therefore, if this Congress does not give the
relief that the Sixty-third Congress recommended, for the first
time in the history of Congress justice will be denied to the
chief port of this country, for that is what we are. We are not
a local proposition. The port of New York to-day is the largest
port not only in the United States, not only in this hemisphere,
but the largest port in the world. [Applanse.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time assigned for general debate has
expired, and the Clerk will read the bill,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That deposits of coal, phosphate, oil,
sium, c¢r sodium owned by the United States, l%clugln those in national
forests, the Grand Canyon national monument, and the Mount Olympus
national monument, but excluding those in national parks, military or

other reservations, shall be subject to disposition in tg: form and man-
ner provided by this act to citizens of the United States, or to any as-

a8, potas-
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sociation of such persons, or to any corporation organized under the
laws of the United States, or of any State or Territory thereof, and
the case of coal, oll, or gas, to municipalities,

The following committee amendment was read:

Page 1, line 7, strike out the word * other” and insert the word
“ naval,” i

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
that amendment be withdrawn and the one I propose be agreed to
in its stead.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent te withdraw the committee amendment and sub-
stitute another, which the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 1, line T, strike out the words * military or other reservations "
and insgert the following: “And any lands withdrawn and reserved for
military or naval uses or purposes.”

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the only purpose of this
amendment is to make clear that lands withdrawn for oil lease
in naval reserves shall not be included in the general operation
of the bill. The committee reporting the bill inserted the word
“ naval,” but the question arose as to whether the word * naval ”
will include naval oil reservations.

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin to withdraw the committee amend-
ment?

There was no objection.

The CHATRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 3, page
1, by striking out the words * deposits of " and inserting the
words * lands containing ”; and, on line 4, after the word * so-
dium,” insert the words “ and deposits of =said mineral."”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 3, strike out the words * deposit of " and insert the words “ lands
contalning,” and, after the word * sodium,” in line 4, insert * and de-
posits of sald mineral.”

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the bill as it stands provides
for the leasing of deposits of coal, oil, phosphates, potassinm,
sodium, and so forth. The word * deposit” is used, and prob-
ably because on the lands for which limited patents have been
granted the United States is the owner of deposits reserved,
but this bill not only leases deposits, but it leases lands and
makes an acreage charge for the same. So it seems to me that
we shonld provide for leasing the land containing these minerals
as well as the deposits.

1 assume that the Secretary of the Interior would construe
the language of the section as giving him authority to lease
the land, but it would be a somewhat strained construction, and
it seems to me there would be a possibility that a lessee might
decline to pay the per acreage charge for his land and insist
that the bill did not authorize the Secretary to lease the land.
That is the real important provision of the bill—the leasing of
land containing these mineral deposits. If it were not for the
reservation contained in the limited patents that have heen
issued, it would not be necessary to use the word ** deposits ™ at
all. I think the amendment should be adopted, because with-
out it there would be considerable question whether the bill au-
thorizes the Secretary to actually lease the land.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the section under consideration
has been submitied to the Bureau of Mines and the Geological
Survey and to the Secretary of the Interior. They have all made
a report on it. The thought of the committee was that, inas-
much as it became necessary later to dispose of the surface, so
it might be used for agriculture and deposits used for mineral
development, we were pursuing the right course, as we did in the
Alaska coal fields. We provide later on for the use of the sur-
face for coal machinery, and so forth.

Mr. MONDELL. What the gentleman says is true, but it
is n faet that we do actually lease the land. The bill contem-
plates the leasing of land, and there will be many leases where
all the surface goes with the lease. Let me call attention to
another matter which has oceurred to me since the discussion
began. The second section provides for the sale of coal lands
under the present coal-land laws. These coal-land laws pro-
vide for the disposition of lands and all they contain; not only
the coal, but any other mineral; and if the first section of your
bill does not contain a provision under which the lands may
be disposed of, your next section is not operative to the full
extent that it is intended it should be.

Mr. FERRIS. May I ecall the gentleman's attention to the
fact that on page 24 the bill makes provision for such deposits
and for any part of the land which is necessary to earry on
the work? On page 21, section 20, we reserve acres for camp
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sites or any other work necessary. While I do not say that
the gentleman is not right, the fact that the Geological Survey
and the Bureau of Mines and the Secretary of the Interior
have passed upon it would seem to be suflicient.

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; but those gentlemen, who have not
had much to do with drafting land legislation, might be mis-
taken, So far as the general rule of leasing is concerned, it is
alzo true that we will lease the land and all it contains, make
an acreage charge, and in certain cases only does the bill pro-
vide that a part of the surface may be retained.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment may not
be agreed to at this time. I shall talk with the gentleman
about it and consult some members of the committee, and if
the gentleman is right we can return to it later, I am of
opinion that the amendment would meet with some opposition
even in the West, where I know they want to utilize the sur-
face for agriculture, and our thought was to lease the min-
erals and leave the surface undisturbed. .

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my amendment would not in
any wise interfere with the taking of a limited right, but it
would make it clear that we are authorizing the Secretary to
lease the lands as well as merely the deposits. The bill econtem-
plates that once a lease is made thereafter no limited right may
be acquired ; if there is to be any reservation of the surface you
provide that reservation shall be in advance of the lease. Let
me make this suggestion to the gentleman. I do not know that
that is so important that it would nullify a part of the intent
of the bill if it were left ouf, and yet I think it is important.
If the committee has no objection, I should he very glad to
have the matter go over.

Mr. FERRIS. We can return to it if we find we are in
error about it.

Mr. LENROOT. My, Chairman, I would like to suggest to
the gentleman from Wpyoming that the only legislative thing
done in the first section is to define who shall be qualified to
take a lease. All the rest of the matter in that section is de-
seriptive. The question the gentleman raises with reference to
lands and deposits on lands is specifically covered when we
come to treat of different deposits; and I will say to the gen-
tleman that the language of the bill as originally introduced
last year did contain the word “lands ™ as he now seeks to have
it amended, and it was because of objection from Western
States that it was feared that that might be construed as gen-
eral authority to lease lands, and therefore might in some way
modify our surface land laws.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyo-
ming has expired.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the Iast
word. If the gentleman will allow me, I think he is scarcely
correct when he says that this first section is descriptive. The
first section is the all-important section of the bill ; without this
first section there would be no authority in the Secretary of
the Interior or anyone else to lease any of these lands. It is
the section which provides that certain of these lands and
deposits may be disposed of as thereafter provided. There is
no authority to do that now.

Mr. LENROOT. I call the gentleman's attention to section 3,
relating to coal, where the Secretary is authorized upon compe-
tition, and so forth (dropping to line 23), to grant leases of
the lands or the deposits therein through advertisement or com-
petitive bids, and that is complete in itself,

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, that is all the more reason
why the first section should be made harmeonious with the third
section and with the second section. It is true that the third
section when it comes to treat the matter of coal does refer to
land. The second section does refer to lands, not in the lan-
guage of the section but by reference to the statute. The first
section, which is the one which lays down the new rule, which
provides the new procedure, should be in harmony with what
follows in the bill and what is contemplated by it.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. LENROOT. The second paragraph does nothing more
than to preserve the present law with reference to coal,

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; and that law provides for the sale of
lands, not the surface, not the deposits, but all that the land
contains, and fee title is conveyed. The land is sold with the
coal and any other mineral which it may contain. The title is
a complete fee and there is no proposition of deposite, so that
when you in the first section treat of deposits, and then in the
second section attempt to or do, as a matter of fact, revive and
retain the present coal-land law, which treats of lands and not
deposits, your first section does not harmonize with the balance
of the bill, :
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The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Wyoming withdraws
the pro forma amendment, and the question is on the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Wyoming.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

COAL,

8Ec. 2. That classified coal lands or deposits of coal belonging to tha
United States, excluslve of those in Alaska, may, unless an ol!ertni
application for offering, or an s,ppllcatlun for lease is pending here-
under, be sctl]ulred in accordance with the provisions of seetlons 2347
to 2352, inclusive, of the United Btahas vised Statutes, and acts
amendatory thereof or sup rgeementm thereto, or such lands or deposits
may be leased, as hereinafter provided

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I do not want to unnecessarily detain the committee,
but this section so clearly indicates the necessity for the amend-
ment that I offered to the first section that I want to emphasize
the matter. As matters now stand, coal lands may be acquired
at classified prices under what we call the coal-land law. The
purchaser secures a fee title. This section says that classified
coal lands may be disposed of, but the first section is the section
which authorizes this retention of the coal-land law and the
enactment of the detailed provisions which follow relative to
the leasing of land. It may be there are those somewhere in the
West who are so much opposed to the thought or idea of leasing
that they dislike to have the word “lands™ and the word
“lensing " bronght into conjunction, but we are proposing to
lease lands.

That is what we are proposing to do here. We are proposing
to sell land, and the only deposits we lease are the deposits
contained in the lands which have been entered under a limited
title, reserving the mineral to the United States. Therefore, if
this bill is to be made harmonious, there should be an amend-
ment to the first section such as I have suggested.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
pELL] withdraws his pro forma amendment, and the Clerk will
read.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc, 3. That the Secretary ot the Interior is authorized to, and upon
the petition of ans;appllcant qualified under this act shall, divide
any of the cozl la or the deposits of coal, classified and uncl.mmiﬂed,
owned b the United States outside of the Territory of Alaska, into
1easin blocks or trscta of 40 acres each, or multi les thereof, and in
such orm as, .gfln!on of the Secremnly the Interfor will
permit the I:l\ost econo in such blocks, but in
no case exceeding 2,060 acres l.u any one leasing block or truct; and
thereafter the Secremry of the Interior shall, 1n his discretion, from
time to time, upon the reguest of any applicant qualified under this act
or on his own motion, offer such lands or ts of coal for leasing
and, npon a royalty fixed by him in advance, shall award leases thereof
throngh advertisement, by competitive bidding, or, in case of lignite or
low-grade coals, such other methods as he may by general regulations
adopt, to any person above the age of 21 years who is a citizen of the
United States, or to any assoclation of su personx!. or to any corpora-
tion or municipality organized under the laws of the United States or
of any State or Territory thereof : Provided, That no railroad or other
common carrier shall be permitted to take or acquire through lease or
permit under this act any coal lands or deposits of coal in excess of
such area or guantity as may bmulmﬂ and used solely for its own
use, and such imitation of be expressed in all leases or -
mits issued to rallroads or common carriers hereunder. That such a
railroad or comomn carrier may be permitted to take under the fore-

niug rmlslnns not to exceed one lease hereunder upon, and for each
5 es of its line in actual operation.. The term * raflroad"” or
e mmmon carrier” as used in this act shall include any company or
corporation owning or operat‘lng a rallrond, whether under a mntra.ct,
agreement, or lease, and an mpany or corporation subsidiary o
auxiliary thereto,” whether d recﬂy or indirectly connected with such
railroad or common carrier.

Also the following committee amendment was read :

Page 2, in line 12, insert, after the word “ any,” the word **
ﬂed." and after the word nppllmnt " gtrike out of lines 12 and 1
words ‘* qualified under this act.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Line 22, after the word ‘““any,” insert the word *“ qunliﬂed v and
strike out, "in lines 22 and 23, the words * qualified under this act.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page 3, after the word “ any,” in line 3, strike out the following:

* person above the age of twenty-one years who is a citizen of the

United statesi or to lmy assoclation of such persons, or to any corpora-

tion or munic under the laws of the United States or of

any State or tm thereof,” and insert in lieu thercof the words,
qualified applicant.”

uali-
the

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next committee
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 3, after the word “ carrler,” in line 23, msert

“ But shall not include spurs, nrltches. or branch lines operated b
any lessee and necessary to connect the mine with the line or lines o
any railroad or other common carrier.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the eom-
mittee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

This section contains, it seems to me, three very objectionable
features, and yet I shall offer no amendment to it. In order to
amend the section and have the amendment harmonious with
the balance of the bill the amendment would have to be of
considerable length and contain a number of propositions. I
did offer such an amendment last year, and, of course, the
chairman was able to place me at a disadvantage by saying the
amendment was so long and contained so many propositions that
no member of the committee counld understand them all, and
therefore no one would vote for them. That was sound logic.
It is impossible to amend features of this bill that I think ought
to be amended without full consent of the gentleman in charge,
because any considerable change would require an amendment
of very considerable length and involve a number of proposi-
tions, and while some members of the committee might agree
to one proposition they would not agree to the others. So, what
I am saying about this section I am saying for the benefit of
the gentlemen when they shall appear in conference, assuming
that elsewhere there may be some changes mnade, which is likely
to happen.

The first of the objections to this section is fundamental.
It is an objection to all legislation of this kind because of the
fact that it grants no rights to any American citizen. It gives
no one any assurance that under any circumstances may he be
certain of being able to secure a lease. We simply give the
Secretary of the Interior authority to do certain things, and we
leave it entirely in his discretion whether he shall do them or
not. That is a very radical departure from our past legislation,
all of which has been in the nature of the grant of certain rights
or privileges or opportunities. No right, privilege, or oppor-
tunity is granted in this bill from cover to cover, except one that
I shall refer to later on that should not be granted., except as it
may please the Secretary of the Interior to grant them, That
is the first objection.

The second objection is one that I ealled attention to last
year in connection with the discussion of the Alaskan bill.
Now, we are starting out to lease public coal lands. There are
19,000,000 classified acres of them, and will eventually be twice
as great an area if all are classified. In one place in my State
there is a single coal field that is about 30 miles wide and
nearly 100 miles long. It will be a great many years, it will
be generations, it will be hundreds of years, before all of this
land is used. Some of it probably never will be mined. In pro-
viding for the leasing of these areas we should provide merely
that the Secretary of the Interior may lease to applicants, or
that applicants may secure leases, within the preseribed limits
as to compaciness and acreage. That would be a very simple
proposition. It is the sort of provision that would naturally
occur to anyone drafting a leasing bill, but it is not the sort

of a provision that would occur to a bureau chief, because that

sort of provision would not give the bureau chief and his burean
much to do.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming nsks unani-
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there ob-
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. MONDELL. That kind of a provision would not give the
bureau chief or burean much of anything to do in connection
with the granting of the lease. The individual wounld go out
on the public domain, find a fract of land he desired to lease,
apply for it, and the Secretary would determine whether or not
it were in properly compact form; and all the conditions being
complied with, the lease would be granted and the bureau would
not come in at all. What has been done in this bill is not to
provide that the Secretary may lease or that applicants may
acquire leases, but that the Secretary of the Interior shall divide
up into leasing blocks all of the public lands of the United

s
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States containing coal. If we really expect to do that, we can
not hope to lease an acre of this land within the next 10 years.

Let us take the situation in Alaska. There are only a couple
of fields there which people desire to lease. They are small
This provision contained in the Alaskan bill is not a particularly
onerous or trying one, because the acreage and the area is
small ; and yet in response to a recent inquiry made of the Secre-
tary of the Interior I was informed that they could not receive
applications because the land had not been divided into leasing
blocks. We passed the bill on the assumption that the people
wanted to lease immediately, and that we must open the coal
fields of Alaska immediately. But I have been informed that
no applications for lease could be considered, because the depart-
ment had not even started on the work of dividing these coal
lands up into leasing blocks.

Mr. LENROOT. Mpyr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to
me at that point? 2

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly.

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman is aware of the fact that
until the railroad gets to these coal fields there is no possibility
of offering any of them?

Mr, MONDELL. O, the gentleman whao is now speaking de-
veloped a coal mine many years ago, 160 miles from the nearest
railway, and had the mine opened, the entries driven, the cham-
bers developed, and the mine ready for production when the
railroad reached us, and that work required something like
two years before the railroad eame. T object to this because it
is so unnecessary. No man would ever have thought of it or
dreamed of it, except a burcau chief who wants work for his
bureau.

If you had a lot of land to lease and were willing to lease it,
providing the lessee would conform to certain requirements as
to compactness and certain limitations as to area, would you
not say to him, “ Go out and let us know what you would like
to lease”? Or would you say, “ We are going to survey this
and lay it out and determine just how much you should want
and how much you should have. While it is true you may want
four sections, yet we will divide some of it into 40-acre tracts "7

The fact is that no one can pick out a coal-mine location for
some one else. There are so many questions to be considered,
questions of the thickness and depth and situation of the veins,
questions as to the best point of attack, questions as to the
location of tracts, where the entries must be driven for eco-
nomical mining, and so on. That costs money, lots of money.
In some cases a hundred thousand dollars has been spent hefore
the parties knew just where they could advantageously attack
i eoal vein.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the gentleman’s shaft of
eriticism, it is leveled purely against the leasing system, as sug-
gested by this bill, and not that the provisions here as to leasing
will conflict in any way with the old system, whiech is carried on
and continued by this bill.

Mr, MONDELL. All of which proves to what little purpose,
apparently, I have discussed this question.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming
has expired.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that I may have five minutes more, hecause I do not want my
position to be misunderstood.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s re-
quest?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five
minutes more,

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Star-
¥orv], if he had listened at all to the discussion here in times
past, should know that I have accepted the leasing idea as to
coal and oil long since; that T have introduced coal-leasing bills
for a number of years. I believe that whether we like it or
not we shall come to leasing of coal and oil lands. I do believe
there are real benefits to be had from leasing. If the gentleman
had done me the honor to listen yesterday to my remarks, he
would know that real benefits are to be secured by public con-
trol and leasing. If I had my way, I would have the leasing in
the hands of the States; but I realize that that can not be
‘accomplished. I believe that you can obtain benefits in the
way of safety, and in the elimination of waste, and in the
larger returns which the community receives as its minrral

wealth is exhausted, providing you have the right kind of law.
The only trouble with this bill is that it is not the right kind
of leasing law.

Mr., STAFFORD. It is not the Mondell law.

Mr, MONDELIL. I have no interest in this matter except to
make the bill workable. I do not know any reason why we
should invite the departments to spend millions of dollars in
developing these areas into square or oblong or rectangular
blocks, blocks that will not in one ease out of a thousand be
the blocks that any lessee will eventually take, because when
the lessee comes to take his leasehold he must take it in such a
way that he ean use it to advantage. The gentleman under-
stands that. The lessee must reach the vein economically and
so that he can handle it in an economical way ; he must have
irackage facilities; he must attack the vein from the right
direction, As to all these things no one can pick and determine
for him. Do you want to incur the expense of doing the pros-
pecting work? Why should the public stand all that expense,
which the miner or the lessee prefers to pay, because he realizes
no one ean do it for him? I can not see any reason for it. It
is simply inviting a vast public expenditure and inviting long
delays before leases can be made, and will result in unsatis-
factory conditions after, it is all done.

Now, so much for that. There is another provision in the
bill in this section relative to leases that I do not like. There
is a great deal of a difference of opinion as to the basis upon
which you should fix the royalties. The royalties are fixed in
the Dbill on a competitive basis, I think that is a very great
mistake. If I were going to draw the bill I would have Con-
gress fix the royalties or provide at least & minimum and a
maximum; I would have Congress say something about it.
But I would, however, very much prefer to leave the question
of royalty to the Secretary of the Interior rather than have a
provision like this, under which, after a man has gone to all
the expense of prospecting and deciding and determining the
location, dip, trend, and character of the vein, his lease is put
up to the highest bidder and some fellow who has not spent a
dollar, who has had no interest in the matter up to that time,
may, by bidding a bonus over and above the royalty fixed by
the Secretary, take away from him that which he has spent
his time aid money on,

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Wyoming
has expired.

Mr. EMERSON. My, Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Esmersox]
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

age 3, line 12, after the word * use,” insert the words * which
quantity shall be determined by the Secretary of the Interior.”

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
tee, all legislation necessarily should be as specific as possible.
This section provides—

That no railroad or other common carrier shall be permitted to take
or acquire through lease or permit under this act any coal lands or

ileposits of roal in excess of such area or quantity as may be required
and used solely for its own use.

Now, what does that term “use” apply to? It says:

And such limitation of use shall be expressed in all leases or permits
issued to railroads or common carriers hereunder.

Then follows the provision—

That such a railroad or common carrier may be permitted to take
under the foregoing provisions not to exceed one lease hereunder upon
and for each 200 miles of its line in actual operation. The term * rail-
road”’ or " common carrier” as used in tms act shall include any
company or corporation owning or operating a railroad, whether under
a contract, agreement, or lease, and any company or corporation sub-
sidiary or auxiliary thereto, whether directly or indirectly connected
with such railroad or common carrier.

Now, at some time somebody has got to determine what that
term *area or quantity " means. I suoppose the genial and
clever gentleman from Oklahoma will say this is taken care of
in some other part of this bill, but I can not find it taken care of.

A railroad comes in and asks for a certain quantity of land
for its use. Now, for what purpose and use? To build a track
upon or to mine coal for the purpose of running its locomotives
and trains? If you do not place some limitation in this law,
some court or somebody at some time has got to place a limita-
tion as to what is necessary for its use. Is it not far better to
place that limitation in the hands of some one in this bill than
to leave it open to doubt for some one to conjure over or,
finally, for some court in some far distant part of this couniry
to determine?

The great trouble with legislation, ns a rule, is that it is not
definite enough, and it leaves grave opportunities for questions
to be raised, especially by large corporations who have large
sums of money to spend in litigation, and they can finally fight
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these matters through to a position where they can get a de-
eision in their favor. Now, I believe in placing this arbitrary
power of determining the area or quantity of land that any
railroad may have in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior.
If it is taken care of in some other part of the bill, I would like
to know it. I can not find it. Perhaps the gentleman from Okla-
homa [Mr. Ferrrs] ean point to some section. I have been
unable to find it and therefore have proposed this amendment.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I know the gentleman from
Ohio has offered his amendment for the best purposes, and I
know that the thing he speaks of should be done; but it is also
my opinion that it is done, and if the gentleman will turn to
page 27 of the bill—

Mr. EMERSON. I did not zee it there.

Mr. FERRIS. It says—

That the Secretary of the Imterior is authorized to ;l)rescribe necessary
and proper rules regulantions and to do any and all things necessary
to carry out and accomplish the purposes of this aet.

Now Iet me read the paragraph where the gentleman offered
his amendment on page 3:

And such limitation of use shall be expressed in all leases or permits
issued to railroads or common carriers hereunder.

Now, here is a general section which gives the Secretary full
power to work out all details of all sorts, and then here is the
specific language in the paragraph which the gentleman seeks
to amend, which says that the thing he desires shall be put in
the lease, and the Seeretary is given the aunthority to write the
lease and does execute the lease. I think that gives him the

wer. -
ml\lr. EMERSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FERRIS. 1 will

Mr. EMERSON. But the Secretary of the Interior is acting
in an official eapaeity. and the courts have ruled that if he is
unfair, litigants may appeal, and people who have been wronged
may appeal to the courts for mandamus against him.

Mr. STAFFORD. The courts have decided just the opposite,
so far as the decisions that have gone up from the Post Office
Department are concerned.

AMr. EMERSON. That may be true as to the Post Office De-
partment, but it is not true as to this.

Mr. FERRIS. All through this bill we give the Seeretary of
the Interior speeific authority. I am quite sure we give him
special and general authority to cover this.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman ;

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be heard on
this.

Mr. FERRIS, I ask unanimous consent that at the expira-
tion of five minutes, three minutes of which shall go to the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexrcor] and two minutes to
the gentleman from Wpyeming [Mr. MoxpeLr], debate on this
paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks
unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph and all
amendments thereto be closed in five minutes, three minutes
to be assigned to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor]
and two minutes to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
perL]. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, if the provision referred to
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ExMErsox] was a grant to the
railroads by the terms of the aet to take such amount of coal
from the public lands as was necessary for their own use, then
the point made by him would be well taken, that in that case
the quantity ought to be determined by the Secretary of the
Interior; but I want to call attention to the faet that whatever
they get, they get under a lease issued by the Seecretary of the
Interior, and therefore the Seeretary, in issuing the lease itself,
determines the quantity which, in his judgment, is necessary for
the use of the company. Then, moreover, the limitation of use
must be expressed in the lease itself.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, personally I do net like the
provision in the bill which authorizes a railroad company to se-
cure a coal lease. I am one of those who believe that railread
companies should attend to the business of transportation, and
that business alone, and that if they need coal they should buy
it ; but the provision is in the bill. I want to call the attention of
the Chairman and members of the committee to this fact, or
rather, I want to propound a query. A railroad company se-
cures a lease under this act. There is a provision in section 22
of the bill under which—

No corporation shall hold any Interest as a stockholder of another
corperation in more than one such lease; and no person shall take or
holid any interest or interests as a member of an n or associa-
tions or as a stockhelder of a corperation or corporations holding a

Mixed by the Secretary of the Interior prior to offering the

lease under the provisions hereof which, together with the area em-

braced in any direct holding of a lease under this act, or which, to-

ni other interest or interests as a member of an associa-

or as a stockholder of a corporation or corporations

holding a lease under the provisions hereof, exceeds in the te

an amount equivalent to the maximum number of acres allowed to any
one lessee under this act.

Query: Railroad companies have a great many stoekholders.
If a railroad company has a lease under this act, can any stock-
holder in the company acquire a lease, and if so, how and under
what conditions, and how much? May I hope for an answer?

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EarErsox].

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 4. That any person, association, or carporation holding a lease
of coal lands or coal deposits under this act may, with the approval of
the Secretary ef the Interior, upon a nndtn§ by him that it will be for
the advantage of the lessee and the United States, secure a modification
of his or its original lease by including additional coal lands or coal
deposits contignous to those embraced in such lease, but in no event
shall the total area embraced in such modified lease exceed in the agere-
gate 2,560 acres.

That upon satisfactory showing hy any lessee to the Secretary of the
Interior that all of the workable deposits of coal within a tract coversd
by his or its lease will be exhausted, worked out, or removed within
three years thereafter, the Secretary of the Interior may, within his dis-
cretion, lease to such lessee an additional tract of land or coal deposits,
which, including the coal area remaining in the original lease, shall not
exceed 2,560 acres, through the same procedure and under the same con-
ditions as in case of an original lease.

With the following committee amendment :

Page 4, line 20, strike ont the word * original "’ and insert the word
“existing.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, there is an unimportant amend-
ment in line 7, on page 4, which I think has not been acted upon.
It is to strike out the words *“a medification” and insert the
word * modifications.”

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 4, line 7, after the word *‘ secure,” strike out “a modifieation ™
and insert * modifications,”

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk, proeeeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol-
lows:

Bec. 7. That for the privilege of mining or extracting the coal in the
lands covered by his lease the lessee shall pay to the United States such
royalties as may be specified in the lease, which shall be fixed in ad-
vance of offering the same, and which shall be not less than 2 cents per
ton of 2,000 pounds, dee and tpai:ble at the end of each month succeed-
ing that of the extraction of t conl from the mine, and an annual
rental, payable at the date of such lease and annually thereafter, on the
lands or coal deposits covered by such lease, at such rate as ma
same, w h
shall be not less than 25 cents per acre for the first year thereafter, not
less than 50 cents per aere for the second, third, f . and fifth years,
respectively, and not less than $1 per acre for each and every year
thereafter during the continuance of the lease, except that such rental
for any year shall be credited against the royaltles as they accrue for
that year. Leases shall be for indeterminate periods upon condition of
continued operation of the mine or mines, except when such eperation
ghall be Interrupted by strikes, the elements, or casualties not attrib-
utable to the leszee, and u the further condition that at the end of
each 20-year period suceeeding the date of the lease such readjustment
of terms and conditions may made as the Secretary of the Interlor
may determine, unless otherwise provided by law at the time of the
expiration of such periods: Provided, That the Secretary of the In-
terior may, if in judgment the public interest will subserved
thereby, in llen of the provision herein contained requiring continuous
operation of the mine or mines, provide in the lease for the pa £
an annual advance royalty upon a minimum nuomber of tons of coal,
which in no case shall aggregate less than the amount of rentals herein
provided for, .

The Clerk read the following committee amendment :

Page 6, line 6, after the word * of,”” at the beginning of the line,
insert the words ‘* diligent development and.”

The committee amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Mr. Chairman, I want to eall the attention of the com-
mittee to what strikes me as an omission in this section. These
leases, or many of them, are to be under competitive bidding;
the Secretary fixes the royalty which must be paid, and then
there is to be competitive bidding. I suppose that competition
might be in the offering of additional royalty or the offering of
a bonus. One objection to that sort of thing is that it gives the
fellow with the longest pole the chance to get all the persim-
mons. The man who has the ready cash for a bonus can get a
lease away from a poor man who has not the bonus price. One
of the argumments to persuade people that Federal leases will not
be as bad as they have feared was that the poor man could open
a coal mine under a lease when he could not afford to buy the
land ; but if he has to compete with a man who is ready to pay
a bonus, then he would be no better off than he wonld if he had
to buy the land.
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Iut that is net what I started in to discuss. The bill pro-
vides for the bonus or additions to the royalty. But this see-
tion very clearly states what the lessee shall pay, and baving
set out specifically what he shall pay, nothing more can be
required of him. Section 7 says:

That for the Frlvﬂege of mining or extracting the coal in the lands
covered by his

And I want the chairman to give me his attention, because he
does not want this to get away from him; he does not want to
make provision for bonuse: and then let the fellow with the
bank roll defeat the poor man and afterwards find that he can
not collect the bonus from tiwe lessee.

The section says:

The lessee shall pay to the United States such royaltles as may be
gpecified in the lease, which shall be fixed in advance of offering the
same,

And then, a little farther down, it says:

And an annual rental, payable at the date of such lease.

And so forth.

There is thus set forth clearly in this section what the lessee
is to pay, and having set forth what he is to pay he can be
required to pay no more, under a proper construction of the
statute.

It is true that when the lease is advertised the Secretary will
expect a bonus, a bonus in cash or in additional royalty over
and above the royalty which the Secretary has fixed. But in
this section which determines what the lessee shall pay it is
made very clear that he ean not be called upon to pay anything
but the royalty that the Secretary fixes in advance and his
annual rental on the land. In the proper place there should
be a provision that the successful bidder should also pay
“sneh bonus or additional royalty as may have been offered
by the bidder at the time of the competition.” Something
of that sort, it seems to me, ought to be in the bill or youn
will find that you can not collect these bonuses. I do not believe
in the competitive bidding on leases, but if we are to have them
let us provide for the payment of the bonus bid.

I want to call attention to another provision in the bill to
compliment the committee. I want to emphasize the compliment,
because 1 can not repeat it frequently in the discussion of the
bill. [Laughter.] One of the difficulties in getting anyone to
approve public leasing is due to the fact that at the beginning
those who favored it were inclined to be so unreasonable in their
requirements that it frightened everybody out.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming
has expired.
Mr. FERRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman

have five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Wyoming have five min-
utes more. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MONDELL. One of the trying questions was the length
of the lease. A good many people were of the opinion that
leases should be very brief. They got thé idea that the public
should in a brief period be able to recapture, or, if not recapture,
make new and different terms. That was all a mistake. There
are perhaps only a few people that have my view of it, that the
whole recapture idea is a mistake and will be a burden to the
consumer. But in this case the committee has entirely got away
from the short lease and recapture business and concluded that
the proper term of a coal lease is forever and amen, for they
fix an indeterminate period, which means a period that will run
on forever if the lessee does the right thing.

They provide, however, that at the expiration of certain pe-
riods there may be, and shall be, a readjustment. That, in my
opinion, is the form of lease that should be made, and as to that
feature of the bill I ain heartily in accord with the committee.
I am wondering why, having been so wise with regard to the
period of a coal lease, the committee turns right about face, and
when they came to an oil lease made it for 20 years when, as
a matter of fact, the oil operator would in many cases be sub-
jected to greater loss at the expiration of his brief lease than
would the eoal operator; and if it is proper fo do this, which
is in the interest of the consumer of coal, in my opinion, then
why should we chop off a power lease at the end of 50 years
and recapture the property? It does not seem to me that the
committee has been entirely consistent. While I approve this
feature of the bill, I ean not approve the provisions which fol-
low, and a little later I want to discuss the provisions with
regard to oil. It seems to me this very proper provision of an
indeterminate lease is the same sort of provision which we
should make with regard to oil leases.

Mr. LENROOT. My, Chairman, I really think the gentleman
from Wyoming [Mr. Moxperr] is more intelligent than he seems
to be in his discussion of this question. He asks why we have
an indeterminate lease in the case of coal. He asks why we
have not an indeterminate lease in the case of water power. He
wants to know why we have a determinate lease in the ease of
oil. I am sure the gentleman when he reflects must realize the
purpose of those distinctions. In the first place, in the case of
coal, a very large body of coal may take a very long time to
exhaust. The gentleman says that he has had some experience
in oil. If he has he knows that at the end of a certain period
the production of an oil well decreases—is very much less than
it was at the time it was first drilled and discovery made; and,
therefore, in the interest of the operator, in the interest of fair-
ness, at the end of a long period there should be opportunity
to readjust the rentals and royalties, because an oil well produc-
ing 10 barrels of oil a day ought not to pay as large a royalty
proportionately as an oil well producing a thousand barrels of
oil a day. Then, as to water power, the gentleman ought to
realize that in dealing with these resources theéy are entirely
of a different class than dealing with water power. We are
exhausting these resources in the Jeasing of them. A lease of
oil or coal is really not properly a lease. It is an actual dispo-
sition of the very thing itself, a disposition of the coal, a dispo-
sition of the oil ; but in the case of water power the same amount
is there at the end of 20 years that there was in the beginning,
but conditions may then have so changed that there ought to
be a readjustment of the terms and eonditions of the lease. In
the one ease we are exhausting the thing we are dispesing of,
or leasing, and in the other case it is not exhausted at all

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I am sure that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Lexzroor] is more intelligent than one might judge from his
discussion. I am sure he is. ‘He says that we should have an
indeterminate lease on coal and not on oil, because a coal mine
lasts longer than an oil well. It may last 20 or 30 or 40 or
50 years, whereas an oil well may not last so long, therefore
the coal lease should be for a long period, he says, forgetting,
evidently, that he does not approve a long or indeterminate
lease on it, but we should not have an indeterminate water
power, which lasts forever. There may be some logie in that
sort of argument, but I do not gather it. The only interest we
have as legislators, or should have—and I am sure the only
interest we have—is to give the people the very best benefits
from the use and development of these resources. We want
the largest developments, and we want the people to secure the
products at the lowest price, and we will do that most effectively
as we least disturb the tenure, because the moment you disturb
the tenure you give an excuse for piling up charges to pay for
the losses incident to the disturbance of the tenure. Therefore -
this is a very excellent provision. An oil well, it is true, does
not ordinarily last as long as a coal mine, but that is no reason
why the lease should not also be indeterminate. It may last
longer, but in any case there is no reason why the royalty
should not be readjusted at frequent intervals.

If it be deemed wise to readjust the royalty at more frequent
intervals in the case of oil than in the ease of coal, I should not
quarrel with that kind of a proposition. I think it might be
wise, but there is not, in my opinion, any reason why there
should be a limitation in the lease in the case of oil and no
limitation in the period of lease in the case of coal. The basic
facts are these: We want large development, we want cheap
service, and in my opinion we shall secure them most effectively
as we allow these enterprises, always under publie control, to
run along in the even tenor of their way, without sudden
changes in the conditions that surround them that may cause
great losses which will be borne not by the operators but by
the consumer, for finally it all comes back to the man who buys
the current, the man who buys the oil, the man who buys the
coal. He is eventually the burden bearer, and therefore we
make a very great mistake if we imagine we can lay burdens
or. put obstacles in the way of development that will not
eventually be placed on his shoulder.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 8. That in order to provtde for the supply of strictly local and
domestic, needs for fuel, the cretary of the Interior may, under such

rulas and r ations as he may p in advance, issue to any ap-
H.cense Or per mttograwntt‘:‘linn sihlga.:e u?%oup?;gg:t 61.!0“ b lgprin nliiim e

T, spose
of coal belong.us to the I?n.ited ed tracts, not to exceed
10 acres in g one coal fleld, for a nnrio of not excemtn 10 years,
on such condi is opinion

ons, not inconsistent with this act, as in
in without payment ef royalty for the

ed: Pro t not more than
nn shall be issued to any appli-

can And pro d_ further, That in the case of mun\clpal
corporations t.he Becretary ot the Imnterior may issue such limited
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license or permit, for not to exceed 160 acres, upon condition that such
municlpal corporations will mine the coal thereln under proper condi-
tions and dispose of the same without profit: And provided further,
That the acquisition or holding of a lease under the preceding sections
of this act shall be no bar to the acquisition of such %’aet or operation
of such mine under said limited license,

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman—

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Chairman—

AMr. FERRIS. Does the gentleman from Wyoming wish to
be heard on this section? was going to ask unanimous con-
sent not to read the part that was stricken out.

Mr. MONDELL. I want to be heard on this section.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox-
DELL] is recognized.

Mr., MONDELL. Mrpr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. As a matter of fact, I do not want to be heard on
this section. I think the section is all right, but I do want to
refer to a matter that has temporarily escaped me.

This legislation with regard to coal contains no provision for
preliminary prospecting. The oil sections of the bill provide
for a prospecting permit. The coal sections of the bill do not.
I think it is a very great mistake not to make such provision,
The gentlemen want to have their legislation harmonious. They
will remember they had a provision for an exclusive prospecting
period on water-power sites, a provision which, in my opinion,
was altogether unnecessary and might in some cases lead to
great injury and hardship, because all there is to do on a
water site is to survey, and half a dozen surveying parties, if
they are friendly and decent, can survey at the same time the
same territory. I have frequently seen it done. But no two men
can amicably or profitably prospect the same ground for min-
erals with a view of opening a mine.

It will not charge the committee, or any member of the
committee with having drafted this bill, but whoever drafted it
evidently had in mind a developedl coal field. Let us imagine
such a coal field as there is down in the district represented by
our honored friend, the chairman, where the vein lies under
comparatively level ground at a uniform depth bélow the sur-
face and is practically the same in character wherever found.
A shaft can be sent down almost anywhere, and the place to
open the mines is the point along the line of the railroad,
already built, where you can get a sidefrack. That is all
there is to it. And if that were the situation everywhere it
would not be necessary to have a prospecting permit.

If T may be allowed to refer to a little personal experience, I
will say that years ago I spent over two years of very hard
work and a great deal of other people's money and a little of
my own trying to find a certain place in a coal vein where the
coal was thick enongh and good enough and the conditions
were such as to make it possible to successfully open a mine.
That period of prospecting was a long, arduous, and expensive
one, and my experience was a common one in the development
of coal fields. If we are to lease these lands, we certainly
ought to give the prospective lessee an opportunity to go on
the land, to prospect the ground, to determine the proper point
in which to attack the vein, and to determine the areas which
he needs for his development. And I think two years would be
brief enough. We provide for that under a water-power bill,
where it is not necessary. We provide for it under the oil
section of this bill, but we make no provisions here, and nobody
has told us why.

Mr. FERRIS. The commitiee has transposed phosphates and
oil in the bill. We just took up the phosphate provision bodily
and transposed it. I ask unanimous consent to omit the read-
ing of the phosphate provision entirely.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks
unanimous consent that the reading of the amendment com-
menecing on line 20, page 7, and extending to and ending on line
7, page 10, be omitted and the amendment be adopted. Is there
objection? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none, and it is
so ordered. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

OIL AND GAS.

Sec. 14, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized,
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, to grant to any
applicant qualifiedd under this act a prospecting permit, which shall

ve the exclusive right, for a perlod not exceeding two years, to pros-
pect for oil or gas upon not to exceed 640 acres of lands wherein such
deposits belong to the United States and are located within 10 miles
from any producing oil or gas well, and upon not to exceed 2,660 acres
of land wherein such deposits belong to the United States and are
situated over 10 miles from “iy roducing oil or gas well, upon condi-
tion that the permittee shal in drilling operations within six
B Sir i Ut o pormit o S o B T an aSEOIAE 465
:t not less than 500 feet, and shall, within twﬁr years frﬁr :ﬁate oteghe

rmit, drill for oil or gas to an aggregate depth of not less than 2,000
eet.  Whether the lands songht in any such application and permit

are surveyed or unsurveyed the applicant shall, prior to filing his appli-
cation for permit, locate such lands in a reasonably compact form and
according to the legal subdivisions of the public ﬁmd surveys, if the
land be surveyed ; and in an approximately square or rectangular traci
if the land be an unsurveyed tract, the length of which shall not exceed
two and one-half times its width, and if he shall cause to be erected
upon the land for which a permit is sought, a monument not less than
4 feet high, at some cnnsPicunus place thereon, and shall post a notice
in writing on or near said monument, stating that an application for
;rm]t 11 be made within 30 days after date of said notice, the name

the applicant, the date of the notice, and such a general description

[ the land to be covered by such permit by reference to courses and

istances from such monument and such other natural objects and per-
manent monuments as will identify the land, stating the amount
thereof in acres, he shall during the period of 30 days following such
marking and posting, be anr!tlaf to a preference right over others to a
permit for the land so identified. The applicant shall, within 90 days
after recelving a permit, mark each of the corners of the tract deseribed
in the permit upon the ground with ‘iwrmanont monuments, so that the
boundarics can readily traced, and shall post in a conspleuous place
upon the lands a notice that such permit has been granted and a
description of the lands covered thereby: Provided, That in the Ter-
ritory of Alaska prospecting permits may be granted for periods not
exceeding four years, actual drilling operations shall b within two
years from date of permit, and oil and gas wells shall drilled to a
depth of not less than 500 feet within three years from date of the
permit and to an aggregate depth of not less than 2,000 feet within four
years from date of permit: And provided further, That in said Territory
the aﬂ)limnt shall have a preference right over others to a permit for
land identified by temporary monuments and notlee posted on or near
the same, for six months fo]low!a§ such marking and posting, and upon
receiving a permit he shall mark the corners of the tract described
in the permit upon the ground with permanent monuments within one
year after receiving such permit.

Also the following committee amendment was read:

Page 10, live 9, strike out the figures “14" and insert “ 9.”

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Alzo the following committee amendment was read:

Page 10, line 10, after the word “ such,” insert the words “ necessary
and proper."”

The CHATIRMAN.
mitiee amendment.
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Also the following committee amendment was read:

Page 12, line 1, after the word * traced,” Insert the words * on the
ground.”

The CHAIRMAN,
mittee amendment.
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

We have reached the section of the bill relating to oil and gas
and the provision relative to a prospecting permit, to which T
referred a moment ago. The provision for a prospecting per-
mit is a most excellent one. The committee, however, has laid
down an arbitrary rule as to the size of the prospecting per-
mit which it seems to me is not wise or reasonable,

The committee evidently proceeds on the assumption that
land within 10 miles of a producing well is in the nature of
developed oil territory, and that the land beyond is new, virgin,
wild-cat territory. Well, that is rather a violent assumption.
No hard-and-fast rule can be laid down. Land within half a
mile of a producing well may be the most unlikely of all the
land for miles around, from a productive standpoint. It may
be in an entirely different geological horizon. Faults may
occur that radically change conditions. A well located near
the base of an anticlinal may be the outside limit of successful
or profitable production. The provision fixing a certain acreage
here and a certain acreage there in these prospecting leases, de-
pending on distance from a producing well, is purely arbitrary
and not based on any rule of reason,

But what I want to eall attention to is something that fol-
lows this. I want to discuss it briefly now, and I shall want
to discuss it more fully on the next section. This is a leasing
bill, so taken and accepted, and so “ denominated in the bond »;
and yet, so far as oil is concerned, it is a law under which we
propose to give away, without money and without price, 25 per .
cent of all the oil lands of the country.

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FeErris] held me up to
scorn—as I assume he supposed—when the gentleman from Colo-
rado [Mr, Tayror] was addressing the House, when he said that
I proposed to give to those developing power public lands at the
rate of $1.25 to $20 an acre. Of course, my theory is that a
piece of public land that is not worth over $1.25 an aecre ought
not to be sold for more than £1.25 an acre. If some one will
take such land and develop water power on it, he will do a good
thing for the community.

Mr. FERRIS. He will turn around and put a water power on
that he gets for $1.25 and give it a valuation of $15,000,000 and
base his price to be charged to the consumer upon that; and that

aoow

The question is on agreeing to the com-

The question is on agreeing to the com-
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is what they are doing out there. That is what we wanted to
prevent here. ;

Mr. MONDELL., The Secretary, under the power bill, will in
certain cases fix the rates.. In most cases it is econtrolled by the
States. He is not supposed to fix rates that will be confiscatory.
Of course, if a power company can take land that is worth $1.25
and assume that it is worth §15,000,000 and fix a rate based on
$15,000,000 and get the Secretary or a State public-service com-
mission to fix or approve rates based on such a valuation, injus-
tice is done ; but we can not assume anything of the kind will be
allowed. The gentleman would have us believe that after all
we were going to be gobbled up by these corporations; that the
communities and public-service commissions will neither protect
themselves nor the public. What will you do?
thnlr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield

ere? :

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin?

Mr, MONDELL, Yes.

Mr., LENROOT. The gentleman is awarc of the fact that
whatever the value of the water power is, the right-of-way value
can not be considered as the value of the property itself, as it
would be if it were in private ownership.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming
has expired.

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to have a little more time.

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Wyoming may have five minutes more, and
that at the expiration of that time debate on this paragraph close.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s
request?

Mr. EMERSON. Reserving the right to object, Mr, Chair-
man, I would like to ask the chairman of the committee to ex-
plain in a minute or two why he gives 80 much time to Alaska?
He gives four years. On page 12, line 4, ithe bill reads:

Provided, That in the Territory of Alaska prospectin rmits m
be granted ’for a period not exeeginz four yeal:'s. S o

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman from Wpyoming [Mr. Mox-
pELL] will yield to me just a moment, I think I can explain it.

Mr. MONDELL. Very well.

Mr. FERRIS. In the conditions of Alaska, some parts of
Alaska, they ean work all the year round, particularly along
the coast, but elsewhere they can work only in the summer, so
that in hauling machinery in there, with their poor facilities
and lack of railroads, much more time is required. Representa-
tives of the Geological Survey and the Bureau of Mines came
before us and explained that there should be a little more lati-
tude given up there so that they could get material in.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Oklahoma?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming will pro-
ceed.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. LExroor] reminds us that the fear expressed by the
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr, Ferris], his colleague on the
committee, is unfounded ; that we are not going to allow rates
to be fixed on a fictitious valuation of water-power sites any
more. Would a public-service commission in a State approve a
rate based on such fictitious value?

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman permit me to answer?

Mr. MONDELL. Yes.

Mr. LENROOT. In the gentleman’s bill he proposed a grant
of these sites, and that grant being made, no public-service com-
mission of any State conld do otherwise than give to that
ration, in fixing the rate, the value in the market of that grant,
while under our proposition it is expressly provided that they
shall take nothing for the value of it

Mr. MONDELL. All of which is the gentleman’s opinion,
but none of which is true. [Laughter.]

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield once more?

Mr. MONDELL. If I can have another minute. I want to
talk about this next section. Yes; I will yield.

Mr. LENROOT. Perhaps the gentleman does not know that
in the West public-service comimissions to-day are doing the
very thing that he says is not true.

Mr. MONDELL. They must have some very weak sisters of
public-service commissions. That is not the situation in my
State. The value of such a site, in addition to what it costs,
is the value of the improvements and betterments. That would
be a fair basis of rates anywhere.

Mr. FERRIS. Some States not only have weak public-service

. corporations, but some States do not have any at all.
Mr, MONDELL, There is only one State in that situation.

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, no; there are several

Mr. MONDELL. I repeat what I have said here before, that
I do not agree with the gentleman that if there is a State in
the Union that will not protect itself you can protect it success-
fully from Washington. I am paying more for my electric light
right here in Washington than I pay in the little berg in Wyo-
ming in which I live; and if Federal control is such a good
thing why on earth do we not get to work and reduce the rates
here in this city where coal is so cheap and where there is enor-
mous water power undeveloped right at our doors?

In the minute I have remaining I want to call the attention
to the next section of this bill, under which, speaking of giving
things away, the gentlemen of the committee propose to grant
in fee simple oil lands that may be worth anywhere from $1.000,-
000 to $20,000,000; 640-acre tracts of Iand are given away. You
remember the old jingle:

This is the day they give babies away
‘With a half a pound of tea.

This is the day when we give away 640 acres, right on the
dome of the best oil fields in the West, to any fellow who wants
to come along and take it. That is the provision of your bill.
When it comes to giving things away, subsidizing corporaticns,
handing out the public domain, here is a lovely provisien, the
like of which no one ever dreamed of until this bill was sub-
mitted. I will venture this assertion: That if any gentlemnn
from the West had brought in a bill containing such a provi-
sion as is the next section he would have lost every shred of
standing that he ever had or hoped to have in the House and
would have been pilloried here and elsewhere the country over
.as the most unprincipled and conscienceless looter of the publie
domain that ever came down the trail. [Laughter.]

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Wyoming——

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this section has been closed.

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle-

man from Oklahoma may have five minutes.

Mr. FERRIS. No; go ahead. T object.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma objects.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows :

Spe. 15. That upon establishing to the satisfaction of the Secretary
of the Interior that valuable deposits of oil or have been dis-
covered within the limits of the land embraced in any ﬂ?eem“' the

ermittee shall be entitled to a patent for one-fourth of land em-
raced In the prospecting permit, such area to be selected by the per-
mittee in compact form and according to the legal subdivisions of the
public-land surveys, if the land be surveyed, or to be surveyed at his
expense in accorimce with the laws, rules, and regulations governing
the survey of placer mining claims if located upon unsurveyed lands:
Provided, That all merchantable timber upon land patented hereunder
shall be reserved to the United States to be cared for, used, or dis-
posed of in accordance with applicable laws and regulations, and such
reservation shall be expressed En each patent issued hereunder: Pro-
vided further, That each permittee who desires to secure a patent
under the terms of this section shall, within 90 days from and after
discovery of valuable deposits of oll or gas in the land embraced in
his permit, file in the land office of the district in which the land is
located, his application mmt for the tract selected, in default
of which he s be req to thereafter pay royalty for the oil or

produced therefrom during the remainder of the term covered by
ﬁ: permit, as may be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, and the
tract and deposits of ofl or gas therein shall thereafter be subject to
lense as prescribed in section 16 hereof. -

The following committee amendment was read:

Page 12, line 19, strike out the fignres “ 15" and insert the fig-
ures “ 10.” 5

The committee amendment was agreed fto.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there is
to be considerable debate on this section, and I suggest to the
chairman of the committee that it go over until to-morrow
morning.

Mr. FERRIS. That is what I intended to do. I move, Mr,
Chairman, that the committee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Currop, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 406)
to authorize the exploration for and disposition of coal, phos-
phate, oil, gas, potassinum, or sodium, and had come o no reso«
lution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. HowErr, by unanimous consent, was given leave of absence
for three days on account of illness.
CHANGE OF REFERENCE.
The SPEAKER. The letter of the Secretary of the Navy
with reference to estimates was referred to the Commitiee om
Naval Affairs, and it should have been referred to the Coms<
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mittee on Appropriations.
reference will be made.
There was no objection.
RBURAL CREDITS, :
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that

Without objection, the change of

Mr. FERRIS.

the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. Herverixe, be allowed to ad-

dress the House for five minutes,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Kansas be allowed to
address the House for five minutes, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Speakér and gentlemen of the House,
it is not my intention to take any length of time in discussing
the proposition, but I want to eall the attention of the House to
the fact that the rural-credit bill which will be introduced in
the House will not, in my opinion, fill the needs of the people in
the district where I live, and therefore I introduced a bill a few
days ago. To-day my purpose in rising is to have printed in the
REecorp an explanation of that bill. It is somewhat lengthy, and
I will not take the time to read it, but will ask unanimous con-
sent to print it in the Recorp.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous
cousent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the subject of
rural credits. Is there objection?

There was no objection. .

BURAL CREDITS —THE NEED OF A SYSTEM WIIICH WILL BRING RELIEF

WITIHOUT UNDUE DELAY.

Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to
introduce a bill dealing with rural credits. All political parties
were on record as favoring legislation which would bring relief
to those who are engaged in agriculture, and it was my hope and
belief that the responsible committee would report a measure
which would be practical and which would bring relief needed
* at_the lowest possible cost.

Disillusionment came with the introduction of the bill favored
by the commission in the Sixty-third Congress. That bill was
not scientific, and it held out no certain promise of relief. It
was founded on the theory that each community could and would
eapitalize a land bank. It provided no machinery by which the
bonds of these community banks could find a market, and, there-
fore, in all probability they could and would sell only to the
people of the community in which the bank was located. People
in other communities could not well judge of the security behind
such bonds; and to invest in them, with such lack of knowledge,
would be a gamble pure and simple.

I pointed ont that error in public addresses as to the bill in-
troduced in the last Congress, and it is gratifying to learn that
its author has come around to the same point of view. At
least, he now favors the linking of the community units with re-
gional banks, and by so doing gives greater assurance of the
marketing of the bonds. However, I do wish to call attention
to the statement of the gentleman from Indiana incorporated in
Document No. 679 of the Sixty-third Congress. In that state-
ment he opposed the centralization of a land-bank system and
defended the plan of individual banks., He said:

As a result it (the commission) became convineed that the system
outlined in tha bill which it had formulated possessed advantages
which a central bank would not possess and encouraged compntl&m
banking to an extent that would not be possible under a bill providing
for a central institution,

In answer to the above I felt compelled to say :

.Not one argument advanced removes the objection to small
units or disproves the advantage of a system linked closely
together and at all times under Federal control.

The arguments in favor of the Federal Reserve Banking Sys-
tem and its assured success furnish the evidence as to the need
of the regional reserve system as applied to land banks.

Furthermore, the attempt to install township units, privately
managed and conducted for private gain, would militate against
the sale of the bonds. TLand bonds would have only a loeal
value, for there would be so many of them and at such varying
prices that there would be no stability in value to attract either
the investor who is looking for a safe investment for himself
or for the placing of trust funds, The ability to market a bond
at a low rate of interest is linked with the known safety of the
security. Under the bill favored by the commission there would
not and could not be such stability. Under the measure which
I advoeate the security would be equal to that of any Gov-
ernment bond, and would in time of stress have a greater value,
for the reason that it would not only have the guaranty of the
Government, but would have behind it assured assets which
could not be destroyed.

And while the guaranty of the Government is an essential
in remoyving suspicion and in breaking down the prejudice of

the unenlightened, it does not necessarily follow that such guar-
anty will entail any expense upon the Government. The security
behind the bond is more than ample to protect the Government,
and when the time comes that we can secure the adoption by the
States of better methods of registration of titles, transfers, and,
if possible, the elimination of exemption clauses, these bonds
will be the best known form of investment in the country at the
rite of interest permitted.

And the bill now presented by the gentleman from Indiana
is an admission that he has seen his error and now favors the
centralization of the land-bank system. He was wrong in 1914,
and I believe that he is wrong in 1916 ; and it is in the hope that
I can centralize attention on the errors and secure certain relief
for those engaged in agriculture that I have introduced a rural-
credits bill, and now issue this statement.

My opposition to the measure recommended by the commis-
sion is based on the belief that any benefits to accrue from it are
problematie. Somewhere, at some time, and in some way it
holds out hope, but the success of the measure would depend
wholly upon the readiness of local ecapital to invest in unit banks
and upon the readiness of capital in general to invest in regional
banks. Ir each case its success would depend upon the assur-
ance that capital invested would earn a profit. If it did, it
would be at the expense of the borrower; and if it did not, the
system would surely fail.

A very clever writer once described the inhabitants of the earth,
animal and human, as being infested with flens. The larger
fleas provided sustenance to smaller fleas, and so on ad infinitum.
This thought is forcibly impressed upon me when I read the
measure brought forward by the commission. The efforts of
humanity have been largely directed to the elimination of some
of the fleas which trouble us, but he would reverse that policy
and provide for the establishment of an entirely new class of
interest-earning fleas to prey upon the landowners. He woulid
have local bank units taking toll in each community, and he
would have another set of interest absorbers higher up whose
duty it would be to see that the regional banks were profitable—
all at the expense of fhe landowners.

While the Ameriean people are partial to independent banks,
yet we all know that the incentive to establish such banks lies
in the opportunty to earn unusual profits. Remove that in-
centive and the number of banks would not be suflicient for
the ordinary needs of business. The desire to make these enor-
mous profits was well shown by Comptroller Williams in his
recently published statement as to the usurious rates charged,
not in isolated sections but all over the country. If the land
banks were in position to earn large profits they would fall
short of giving the maximum amount of relief to the land-
owners—and that should be the primary object of any legisla- -
tion enacted. If they did not earn such profit they would not
attract eapital ; if they did earn large profits, then the farmers
would have to earry that extra load.

True, it might be that the spirit of cooperation would induce
conmnunities to found such banks, such as has often been done
as to community stores and elevators, without regard to profit.
The commission which is responsible for the Moss bill is on
record as pointing out the difference between conditions in the
United States and those in Germany, These conditions can not
be changed in generations and they afford the best argument
why a purely cooperative system is foredoomed to failure. Not
one of the men who favor cooperative banks have been able to
explain away these condition. The European farmers, living on
the same land for generations, from forebears down to the pres-
ent holders; men of the same common blood and living in close
proximity to each other know each others limitations and possi-
bilities and furnish the soil upon which cooperation thrives, In
America, where few men have more than a slight knowledge of
their neighbors, where the spirit of individuality is fostered,
and where suspicion is more often found than confidence, each
man wants to work out his own destiny and does not favor the
cooperation which would 1ift up his neighbor while it may benefit
himself.

We have to deal with conditions and not theories, and the
commission has pointed out the very reason why cooperation
would be but an experiment and one in which we could not pin
faith of success.

Here I wish to insert the exact language used by the commis-
sion in its report. It is pertinent and applies to the bill intro-
duced by the committee, as well as to any bill which is based
on cooperation. The commission said :

In considering the conditions in Germany as apPlrlng to the condi-
tions in the United States, the essential points of diference between

the two countries should always be borne in mind. In size the German
Empire is about equal to the area .of Texus, after cutting off from
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Texas an _area as large as the State of Alabama. In population the
German Empire contains about 68,000,000 people, or more than two-
thirds of the population of the whole Unit tates. In intensive
farming the Germans are ahead of our own farming population, and
the avera m:u'l.uJ.uel:lun in Germany has increased greatly, while our
average yield per acre has increased but slowly. In rmany the
poFulat[on in a given district is largely homogeneous and the indi-
vidunal is, so to speak, attached to the soil, the same farms continuin
in the same families for generations. In this country such a condi-
tion is seldom found. In Germany, on account of the limited supply
of land and the large population, and on account of the known pro-
ductivity of each piece of land, the value of that land is easll{rascer-
tained and warles within very slight lmits. In this country the
variations in value are very great. In Germany the average farm is
about 20 acres; in this country the average farm is about 138 acres,
In Germany the eredit and resources of the individual in a community
are known to practically every other individual in that community.
In this country mo such actual information is obtainable, In Germany
the small farmer, his wife, and children all do manual work on the
farm ; in this country such a condition is rare. In Germany the ple
have been trained to a supervision and control of their operation by
strict Government regulations, which would mnot be favored in this
country.

I trust that the preceding statement will be weighed. It was
true when written and it is true to-day, and it points out
clearly why we can not expect to make a cooperative system
work in this country.

If the system proposed by the committee protects the borrower
and still attracts eapital, it follows that a system in which
there is no private incentive to gain, and which has a Govern-
ment guaranty, would afford far greater protection. Compare
the two systems and the answer is self-evident.

If Government aid is unwise, why establish a Government
bureau under the bill advocated by the commission? We need
Government aid and direct Government control to make any
system provide the benefits needed at the earliest possible mo-
ment. The needs of business—that is, commercial business—
have been cared for in part since the passage of the national-
bank aect, and are wholly provided for by the Federal reserve
act. That being the case, why should the business of farm-
ing, the greatest of all, be asked to wait for many years before
relief can be granted? The need is now, and in the interest of
the farmers now living, and not wholly for those who will come
in the years far ahead. The increase in the number of tenant
farmers must be stopped if there is to be any real advantage to
the farmers of Americn. The bill favored by the commission
may or may not stop this increase. The bill which I have intro-
duced would stop it with certainty. Why, then, should we hesi-
tate in making choice between the problematic and the cer-
tainty, the more especially when the certainty would not, in all
probability, entail any finanecial loss upon the Government or
be a drain upon all of the people of the country? There is no
class legislation in the system proposed by me any more than
there was in the national banking act or in the Federal reserve
act; and as we have legislated for the banker, merchant, and
manufacturer, they should be the first to favor législating for
the farmer, on whose prosperity their own must inevitably rest.

Laying aside the doubt as to the probability of the banks pro-
vided for in the bill recommended by the commission being
financed, I wish to pay attention to the slight possibilty of any
-real relief coming to the farmers in case they are financed.

At a meeting of the Southern Conference for Education at
Chattanooga, Tenn., the last week in April, it was shown that
while the average farm profits in the United States are 5 per
cent, the farmer pays from 8 to 16 per cent for the money he
borrows, and that in the aggregate the farmers pay $200,000,000
more per year in interest on their debts than the entire com-
mercial world.

I trust that you will weigh that statement and fully ap-
preciate its significance.  To those who pay 8 to 16 per cent in
interest the passage of the bill proposed by the commission
would apparently bring relief. But that relief has no basis in
truth. As long as the farms of the country earn only 5 per
cent, the payment of 6 per cent for mortgage loans means ulti-
mate disaster. A higher interest rate would only accelerate the
coming of ruin, and any rate in excess of 5 per cent would
menn industrial death, either from lingering illness at a rate
of G per cent or a quick demise brought about by an interest
rate of 8 to 16 per cent.

That time has passed when a mortgage debt on land is looked
upon as evidence of disaster. The up-to-date farmer borrows
so that he may increase the earning power of his investment,
and that is fully shown in the statement of mortgage debt given.
The farming States whose prosperity is acknowledged, such as
Towa, Wisconsin, Illinois, and Indiana, are shown in the table
given as earrying the heaviest burden of debt.

On the other hand, look at conditions in the South, where
interest rates are high. Alabama. with nearly 54,000 more ten-
ants than owners operating their lands, has a mortgage debt of

only $10,350,577. Does that spell prosperity or adversity? Look
at the figures in the following table for Arkansas, Louisiana,
Mississippi, North and South Carolina, Florida, and Georgin
and you are forced to the conclusion which I have long since
reached. The interest rate is keeping the landowners of the
South in a state of economic slavery, and the landowner, North
and South, will never reach his full growth until you remove the
interest eaters from off of his back.

I desire here to insert a table showing the mortgage debt of
each State according to the eensus of 1910, also the number of
farms operated by owners and by tenants, and I particularly
desire to call the attention of the Representatives from the
South to the significance of that table.

Mortgage debt by Statcs—Number of tenants and of farms operated by

owners.
Farms =
Stata. °P’l';';,t°1 Tenants. | M3riEs
owners.
e SRR e S R Pt R R e $104,575 | 158,326 | $10,350,577
P T I R o | 8366 861 | 2,253,252
............. 107,412 | 107,266 8,041,332
...... 70,049 18,148 | 60,036,660
37,780 8,300 | 18,085,026
24,183 2,612 | 11,859,468
4,301 4,535 | 3,088,721
133 84 56, 100
36,674 13,342 2,709, 970
100, 047 ,950 | 10,988,409
27,619 3,188 | 14,557,103
............. 147,493 | 104,379 | 115,790, 646
...... 159, 798 64,687 | 57,485, 552
134,920 | 82,115 | 204,242,722
112,443 65,398 | 70,819,736
171,325 87,860 | 23,411,430
,930 | 66,607 | 8,950,301
57,453 ,563 | 11,738,520
Maryland.. 34, 507 14,416 | 15,673,773
Massachusetts. ... -] 33,938 2,079 | 18,371,484
Mishipin. oo i 4 1, 32,680 | 75,907,030
b o e Ll L At P L .| 123,328 32,811 | 77,806,283
Mississippi. .| 92,801 | 181,401 | 13,381,306
Missouri. 104, 286 2,958 | 112,565, 404
tana. 23,870 2,34 | 10,741,280
Nebraska 80, 237 49,41 | 62,373,472
Nevada. . 356 333 1,464,081
New Hampshire 25,174 1,870 4,773, 610
P g Ty A e S S R s e 25,193 8,24 | 19,476,935
Mo Maxioh - .. iy 33,719 1,957 , 580, 252
byl g o s ekl I R il L = 170,725 44,872 | 97,309,843
North Carolina...... 146,438 | - 107,257 9, 958, 380
North Dakota. , 605 0,664 | 47,841,587
hio.. ... 1M, 857 77,188 | 63,788,307
Oklahoma 85,055 | 104,137 | 27,381,765
Oregon... 38,843 6,859 | 21,165,627
Pennsylvania. 168, 100 51,105 | 61,539,433
Rhode Istand ... 14,338 o54 | 1,356,325
Bouth Carolina. .. ...i...icciiciiiiiiannainss 65,213 | 111,221 | 10,100,072
SouthiDakotns 8 =0 L RV 58,413 | 19,231 | 32,771,
Tennessee. ... 14,051 | 101,081 | 12,625,
Texas, 108,195 | 219,575 | 76,089,272
Utah... 19,956 1,720 4,564,175
Vermon! 28,701 4,008 | 12,438,001
Virginia. . 135,280 | 48,720 | 15,449,201
Washi 48, 466 7,728 | 25,644,551
West Virginia........ 76,850 | 19,835 | 5,502,533
Gl i e e A S S 152,473 24,654 | 140,815,513
Wyoming, .. LA PR AR i IR 7 4,207,083

Having reached the conclusion that an interest rate of G per
cent will not afford permuanent relief, we are confronted with
these problems :

Can we secure a lower rate?

Can we do so and safeguard the loaner?

Can we do so without loss to the Government?

Can we do so without inflating the currency?

In answer I would ask that the questioner study carefully
the measure introduced by e and find out wherein it fails to
meet objections or is economically weak.

It does not contemplate the imposition of any new or untried
theory. We can only be guided by the lamp of experience, and
I wish to call your attention to a few facts which are pertinent
in this connection.

The oflicial report of New Zealand, issued November 30, 1912,
shows that from the time the Government began to make loans
to settlers in 1895 up to March 31, 1912, loans had been made
to 32,783 settlers to the amount of over $60,000,000 and only 33
of the mortgages had been foreclosed. Of the loans made, 17,897
were still ontstanding and 14,886, 45 per cent of all loans made,
had been repaid to the Government.

Turning to American experience we find that Idaho had
$1,5600,000 eutstanding in farm loans in 1912 and had been
making such loans for 20 years. 1In all of that time there have
not been over a half dozen foreclosures and the State has not
sustained the loss of one cent.
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From 1907 to June 1, 1912, North Dakota has made 983 loans
at 5 per cent to the- amount of $1,646,462.85, and the officer
reporting says: -

There has been one mortgage foreclosure and the land was sold

afterwards on contract at a profit to the State., The State has never
lost a cent by such investments.

Oklahoma has been loaning to the farmers since 1907 and in:

1912 had about $4,000,000 so loaned. Up to that time no fore-
closures had been made, and the only change contemplated was
one to lengthen the term of loans from 5 to 10 years.

In summing up from the experience of the world, Hon. B. B.
Hare, of the United States Department of Agriculture, says:

I will only say that the theory of issuing State bonds or the estab-
lishment of a State land-mortgage bank by which the bonds are to be
issued to supply the needs of the farmers or tenants is amply justified
h; the experience and practice of the New Zealand, Australia, Canadian,
Norwegian, and Philippine Governments, and the feasibility of grant-

such loans under either plan is thoroughly justified by the expe-
rience of eight of the American States.

Here we have fact and not theory. If the experiences re-
lated have been so successful, and they are not questioned, how
much more certain of success would be the plan outlined in the
measure introduced by me, where the bonds have an added value
by reason of the privileges granted, by the soundness of the
guaranty and the strength of the assets behind them, and where
the expense of operation would be held down to a minimum and
the debtor have the lightest possible load to carry.

In 1880 the percentage of tenant farmers in the United
States was 25.6.

In 1890 the percentage increased to 28.4.

In 1900 it was 35.3.

And in 1910 it was 37.

Showing a steady gain and holding out no hope of encourage-
ment. .

In 1890 the number of farms mortgaged was 875,052. In 1900
it was 1,093,164, and in 1910 it reached the number of 1,312,034,

The amount of the mortgage debt reported in 1910 was
$1,721,172,851, but this report covers only the farms operated
by owners and does not include those operated by tenants.

I will not tire you with unnecessary statistics. I have quoted
only enough to show you the present conditions as nearly as
possible. I will now analyze the measure I have introduced
and you can judge if it will bring the relief needed.

The first 13 sections of this act deal with the necessary
machinery for the conduct of the business. In short, they pro-
vide for a national land-bank comptroller, at a salary of $5,000
per year; a deputy comptroller, at a salary of $3,500 per year;
not more than 12 national land-bank managers, each to receive
$3,500 per year; a deputy land-bank manager in each district,
to receive, $2,500 per annum. Also the necessary clerical force.

Section 16 provides that loans can be made only for the
following purposes:

First. To pay off existing indebtedness.

Second. To improve farm property owned by the applicant.

Third. To pay part of the purchase money for land, and the
mortgage may in such case cover the land so purchased.

Fourth. To purchase live stock and grain or farm implements.

Section 17 limits all loans to first mortgages, provides that no
loan shall be made in excess of 50 per cent of the appraised value
of the land and that no loan shall be made in excess of $10,000,
preference being given to those wishing to borrow $5,000 or less.

Section 18 provides for the calling in of a loan when the terms
of same have not been complied with.

Section 19 covers the appraisement of the lands and the con-
veying of mortgages under the terms of the act.

Section 20 provides for the establishment of rules and regu-
lations for the registration of land titles, conveyance of lands,
and the waiving of exemptions in executing mo . In case
any group of States comprising a national land-bank district
shall incorporate these rules and regulations into law the in-
terest rate in such distriet shall be 4 per cent, and the comp-
troller is given power to form such districts whenever a suffi-
cient number of States, contiguous in territory, have so legis-
lated.

Section 21 provides that all postmasters shall, when called
upon, make report as to the manner in which the borrower is
living up to the terms of his loan and conserving the security of
the same. Such reports to be made without charge, except that
said postmasters shall be given the amount of actual expenses
incurred.

Section 23 provides that the comptroller shall from time’ to
time, as needed, issne bonds to each of the national land banks.
These bonds to be secured by mortgages or deeds of trust made
to the comptroller as trustee for the United States.

Section 24 provides that said bonds shall carry an interest
rate of 31 per cent per annum. They are to be secured by all

of the mortgage security of the bank which issues them and
?relto be free from taxation, National, State, county, or munic-
pal.

Section 25 provides that all loans are to be made in bonds, or
the national land-bank manager may dispose of 'same in open
market, giving to the borrower the full amount received for
such bonds.

Section 26 gives to the borrowers the option of paying off the
loan after one year has elapsed, and gives the option of paying
same in cash or in bonds issued in the same year in which the
loan was made.

Section 27 gives to the comptroller the power to call in bonds
at par at such time as he deems advisable.

Section 28 makes provision for the retirement of bonds from
time to time as interest and amortization payments acecumulate.

Section 29 limits the interest rate on mortgages to 43 per
cent, except as provided for in section 20.

Section 31 provides that loans can be made for any period
between 5 and 40 years. All loans made for a period in excess of
10 years to be based on the amortization plan.

Section 32 gives to the land-bank manager and comptroller
the power to extend the period for the payment of principal
and interest for a period of not more than one year in case of
crop failure or other causes beyond the control of the mortgagor.

Section 33 provides for the collection of loans and for fore-
closure when such action is n ¢

Section 34 makes it incumbent upon land-bank managers to
issue monthly statements as to the condition of the banks and
to give full publicity to same.

Section 36 makes the land-bank bonds eligible:

First. As security for the deposit of postal savings funds.

Second. As a legal investment for time deposits of national
banking associations.

Third. As a legal investment for trust funds and estates under
the charge of the courts of the United States.

Fourth. As a security for loans from national banks under
the provisions of section 24 of the Federal reserve act.

Section 37 makes provision for loans upon farm buildings and
improvements up to 20 per cent of their valuation, provided that
same are insured and such insurance assigned to the comptroller
as trustee for the United States

Section 39 provides for the use of the joint earnings of all
banks for the purpose of paying the expenses of all. All sums
in excess of the amount needed for expense to be returned to the
borrowers in land-bank districts which have earned a profit.

Section 41 stipulates that the United States shall guarantee
the payment of all principal and interest of loans procured
under this act.

The preceding covers all salient points of the measure pro-
posed. It does not inflate the currency, and while the security
behind the loans is equal to the best provided for in the bill ree-
ommended by the commission this measure gives far greater
security to the investor in the bonds.

But the greatest advantage offered by the proposed measure
is that it would at once bring relief to the farmers and not hold
out to them possible advantages in the years to come. We are
dealing with conditions, and if we are not to have a tremendous
increase In tenant farmers in the United States we must at
once make provision to finance the needs of agriculture.

The guestion will naturally arise: Can such a measure be put
in operation without loss to the Government? I am convinced
that it can, and I would like to call your attention to one pos-
gible district land bank, covering four States:

Farmed

State. by | BY - | sortgage cebt.

owWners. -
TOWH. -2 ceamnnsrasanaresnssassssmasannsnsnanse 134,020 | 82,115 | $204,242,722.00
EANBAE. ccucccasascscnanssnanransssasnsssnsans 112,443 65,398 70,819, 706. 00
AR e W P T 104,286 | 82,058 [ 112,565, 406.00
Nobraskp....ccccaccueciocimccamommisseseneaa 80,237 49,441 62,373, 472.00
Total amount mortgage debtin 4 States.|..........|..cc.cennt 450,001, 306. 00
G e e e XM | ) 4,500, 013, 06

At one-fourth of 1 per cent the amount of mortgage debt
would more than pay the expense of 12 regional land banks
and the Washington machinery.

And as interest rates range from 6 per cent upward, a rate of
4% per cent would mean an approximate saving to landowners of
$11,250,000 annually in these four States alone.

It can not be pointed out how any possible land bank ecan
be operated at a loss, and far from the Government being
called upon to make its guaranty good at a financial loss there
is every reason to believe that the system would from the out-
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set show a healthy financial gain and a return of excess profits
to the borrowers.

If the security provided for in the bill suggested by the com-
mission is good, then the security provided for in the measure
I offer is better. If it is not good, then it invites disaster, and
we should not offer to the farmers of the country a half-way
meansure. We have promised them relief and it is for us to
give it to them in generous measure and not ask them to be
content with the drippings which may fall from the table of
the interest-seeking Dives.

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
I may be permitted to address the House for 45 minutes next
Tuesday morning after the reading of the Journal and the
transaction of routine business on the subject of preparedness
and international peace,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that next Tuesday after the reading of the
Journal and the clearing up of the business on the Speaker’s
table he may be allowed to address the House for 45 minutes
on preparedness and kindred subjects. Is there objection?

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, it is prob-
able that next week there will be an appropriation bill, an
urgent deficiency bill, that will demand the urgent attention of
the House; and perhaps even then, under the consideration of
that bill, there will be time for general debate, when the gen-
tleman can get in, but at this time I do not think it is advisable
to give that permission so far in advance.

The SPEAKER. Of course, all of these speeches that are
made under unanimous consent are subject to the limitations
not to interfere with appropriation bilis or privileged matters.

Mr. STAFFORD. If it is not to interfere with privileged
bills, I will not insist upon the objection.

Mr. LONDONXN. I so understand my request.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York?

There was no objection.

BENATE BILL REFEERED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee
on Mines and Mining:

8.52. An act to provide for a commission to codify anid sug-
gest amendments to the general mining laws,

ADJOURNMENT.

Mr., KITCHIN. Ar. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to:; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 2
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
January 14, 1916, at 12 o'clock noon.

INECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex-
amination, plan, and estimate of cost of improvement of South
Fork of Edisto River, 8. C., to a point opposite the city of
Springfield (H. Doe. No. 559) ; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations.

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex-
amination of Shallotte River, N. C., with a view to the exten-
sion of the improvement to the town of Shallotte (H. Doe. No.
560) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to
be printed, with illustrations.

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a
suggestion of an amendment to be incorporated in the urgent
deficiency appropriation bill, referring to estimate for * Contin-
gent and miscellaneous expense, Naval Observatory, 19177
(H. Doec. No. 561); to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of communication from the superintendent of the State,
War, and Navy Department Building submitting an estimate
of deficiency in the appropriation for fuel, lights, repairs, ete.,
State, War, and Navy Department Building, Navy Department
Annex, fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 5062) ; to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a list of judgments rendeied against the Government by the
district courts of the United States (H. Doe. No. 563) ; to the
Cominittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

G. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
communieations from the Assistant Attorney General sub-

mitting lists of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in .

favor of claimants in Indian depredation cases (H. Doc. No.
564) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

7. A leiter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitiing
copy of communication from the Postmaster General submitting
urgent estimate of deficiencies in appropriations for the Postal
Service, payable from postal revenues, for the service of the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 563) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims from vari-

ous departments of the Government (EH. Doe. No. 566G) ; to the

Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
schedule of elaims allowed by the several accounting oflicers of
the Treasury Department under appropriations the balances of
which have been exhausted or earried to the surplus fund (H.
Doc, No. 567) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and orderedl
to be printed.

10. A letier from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub-
mitting supplemental estimates of appropriations required by
the Navy Department for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1917
(H. Doc. No. 568) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

11. A letter from the comunissioner of the Freedman's Sav-
ings & Trust Co., transmitting the annual report for the com-
missioner (ex officio) of the Freedman's Savings & Trust Co.
for the year ending December 1, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 569); to
the Committee on the District of Columbin and ordered to be
printed.

12. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
report as to the rents received from properties located on sites
of proposed public buildings purchased by the United States
Government in this city (H. Doe. No. 570) ; to the Committee
on 'ublic Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed.

13. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting
report of Gen. Willinm L. Marshall, consulting engineer of the
Secretary of the Interior, on proposed plan for the protection
of lands and property in the Imperial Valley, Cal. (H. Doec. No.
38G) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed with illustrations.

14. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit-
ting urgent estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for for-
eign intercourse, Department of State, for the fiseal year ending
June 30, 1916 (I. Doc. No. 572) ; to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ovdered to be printed.

15. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce sub-
mitting an urgent estimate of appropriation for necessary re-
pairs to the United States Coast and Geodetie steamer Explorer
(H. Doc. No. 573) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on the Library, to which
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 88) authorizing
the American Society of Civil Engineers to erect a memorial
o Alfred Noble in the city of Washington, reported the same
without mmendment, accompanied by a report (No, 39), which
%u[ld j;)int resolution and report were referred to the House

alendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 3323) granting a pension to John P. Moore;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 4368) granting a pension to A. E. Simmons:
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

A bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to Sylvis Garver;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 6309) granting a pension to Everett L. Thomas;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.
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A bill (H. R. T189) granting an increase of pension to Eugene
S. Staub; Comimittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 3790) granting an increase of pension to Laura
N. Thomson ; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 4347) granting an increase of pension to John
R. Perrine; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Commiftee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase of pension to Fran-
cis T. Powell ; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

A bill (H. R. T095) granting an increase of pension to Eliza-
beth Foley; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, regolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 8909) for the purchase of a site
and the erection thereon of a public building at Ticonderoga,
N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8910) to amend the
acts to regulate commerce, so as to provide that publishers of
newspapers and periodicals may enter into advertising contracts
with common ecarriers and receive payment for such advertise-
ments in transportation; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8911) to authorize the Postmaster General
of the United States to establish employment exchanges at all
presidential post offices ; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8912) to reduce the rate of postage on
first-class mail matter mailed for local delivery; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8918) prohibiting Senators, Representatives,
or Delegates from receiving compensation or acting as counsel in
certain matters where the United States is interested, or for par-
ties or corporations engaged in interstate commerce ; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8914) providing for the destruction of
predatory wild animals upon the national forests and the lands
adjacent thereto; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8915) to appropriate money for the erection
of an ordnance and munition plant in the fourth congressional
district of Colorado; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8916) to prevent the sale of intoxicating
liquors in any ship, naval station, or building used, controlled,
or owned by the United States Government; to the Committee
on Aleoholic Liguor Traffic.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8917) to regulate the collection of special
taxes now provided for by law against retail dealers in liquors
and wholesale dealers in liquors, and the issuance of receipts
and licenses to such dealers in such manner as to restriet the
issuance of such receipts and licenses to persons proposing to
engage in such business in localities in which, under the laws
obtaining in said locality, such business is not prohibited; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8918) to
provide for the purchase of a site for a public building in the
village of Wellsville, N. Y.; to the Committe on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8919) providing for the erection of a public
building at the city of Dunkirk, N. Y.; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Texas: A pill (H. R. 8920) to provide
for the purchase of a site for a public building in the city of Lock-
hart, Tex.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. DEWALT: A bill (H. R. 8921) to create in the War
Department and the Navy Department, respectively, a roll
designated as the “ Civil War volunteer officers’ retired list,” to
authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain surviving
officers who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of
the United States in the Civil War, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 8922) for the erection of
a Federal building at Newton, Iowa ; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R, 8923) for the erection of a public building
at Albia, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8924) appropriating $100,000
for the improvement of the Flint River, Ga., between a point at

or near Albany, Ga., to a point at or near Montezuma, Ga., or
to such a point on said river above Montezuma, Ga., as may be
useful for the purposes of navigation; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8925) providing a survey of and for
Flint River, Ga., from Albany, Ga., to the city of Montezuma,
Ga., or to such a point above Montezuma, Ga., as may be deemed
practicable for navigation on said river, and for its improve-
ment for navigation; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8926) to prohibit banks holding member-
ship in the Federnl Reserve System from receiving deposits
when insolvent, and preseribing penalties therefor; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 8927) providing for a site and
public building for a post office at West Palm Beach, Palm
Beach County, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 8928) to amend section T
of the act approved August 24, 1912, making appropriations for
the service of the Post Office Department; to the Committee on -
the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H, R. 8929) authorizing a tax on
gifts, legacies, and inheritances; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 8930) providing for a survey
of Shinnecock Bay, in the State of New York; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8081) for the purchase
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at
Council Grove, Kans.; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 8932) to provide for the
erection of a pedestal and base for a monument to William Proc-
tor, jr., in the Smithsonian Grounds, at Washington, D. C.; to
the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8933) to codify, revise, and
amend the laws relating to publicity of contributions and ex-
penditures made for the purpose of influencing the nomina-
tion and election of candidates for the offices of Representa-
tive and Senator in the Congress of the United States, limiting
the amount of campaign expenses, and for other purposes: to
the Committee on the Election of President, Vice President,
and Representatives in Congress.

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8934) to raise
revenue; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. IR, 8935) mak-
ing provision for the further improvement of Pollock Rip Chan-
nel, Nantueket Sound, Mass.; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 92) making
it the duty of standing and subcommittees of the House to pre-
pare and preserve records of all meetings of such commitiees
or subcommittees, and said records or minutes shall be open to
public inspection; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A joint resolution (H. J. Res.
101) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 102) excepting the Reclama-
tion Service from the operations of section 5 of the act of Con-
gress approved July 16, 1914; to the Committee on Appropria-
tions.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADATR: A bill (H. R. 8086) granting an increase of
pension to William K. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. ;

Also, a bill (H. R. 8937) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas J. Cartwright ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8038) granting an inerease of pension to
James J. Warfel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 8939) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin L. Frye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8940) granting a pension to
Homer M. Fisher; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 8941) for the relief of William
Moseley, administrator; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8942) to provide for the payment of the
claim of J. W. Johnson against the United States; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims,

By Mr. ANTHONY : A bill (H. R. 8943) granting a pension to
Minnia A. Withers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. BORLAND : A bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increase
of pension to Frank A. James; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BROWNE of Wlsconsln A bill (H. R. 8945) for the
relief of John P. Chesley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr, BRUMBAUGH A bill (H. R. 8946) granting an in-
crease of pension to John O. Smith; to the Committee on Inva-
lidd Pensions.

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8947) for the re-

lief of Webster Flanagan; fo the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 8948) granting a pension to
Lena Hilker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8949) to remove the charge of desertion
against Samuel Schenck; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8950) for the relief of
Robert Hildebrand ; to the Commiitee on Claims.

By Mr, CARY: A bill (H. R. 8051) granting an inerease of
pension to Alfeord H. Fuller; to the Commiftfee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 8952) to eorrect the military
record of Bony Bengert; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 8953) granting an increase of pension to
James Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8954) granting an inerease of pension to
Miles W. Smith; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 8955) granting an exten-
sion of patent to Thomas A. Dicks; to the Committee on Patents.

By Mr. CONNELLY : A bill (H. R. 8856) granting an increase
of pension to Ellen Hamilton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. CONRY : A bill (H. R. 8957) to remove the charge of
desertion against James Green; to the Committee on Naval
Aflairs,

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8958) granting a pen-
sion to Nettie M, Fobes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COPLEY : A bill (H. R. 8059) granting an increase of
pension to Emma Evarts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 8960) granting an increase
of pension to Mary E. Grogan; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. DEWALT : A bill (H. R. 8961) for the relief of Joseph
H. Lawrence ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DICKINSON: A hill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of
W. J. Laffoon ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. . 8963) granting a pension to
Minnie A, Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8964) granting an increase of pension to
Henry Neely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. EAGLE: A bill (H. R. 8965) granting an increase of
pension to Darling L. Peeples; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. EVANS : A bill (H. R. 8366) for the relief of the Jeffer-
son Lime Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R, 8967) granting an increase of
pension to James O'Connell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8968) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Hatton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) granting an inerease of pension to
Sarah E. Nethercutt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.-8970) for the relief of James H. C. Mann;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, n bill (H. R. 8971) granting an increase of pension to
John Day: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8972) granting an increase of
pension to David W. Corson; to the Committee on Pensions.

Alse, a bill (H. R. 8073) granting an inerease of pension to
Thomas D. Hummel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FORDNEY : A bill (H. R. 8974) granting an honor-
able discharge to Henry S. Hunter; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs,

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 8975) granting a pension
to Anton H. Sauter; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GANDY : A bill (H. R. 8976) for the relief of Eliza-
beth Marsh Watkins; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 8977) granting an increase
of pension to Lucy L. Wessels; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. S978)
granting a pension to William Butts; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 8979) to remove the charge of desertion
;sgimnst Orrin F. Strickland; to the Committee on Military Af-

s

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. RR. 8980) granting a pension to
John Bleiweiss ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8081) for the relief of Charles Lauber; to
the Committee on Military Affairs

Also, a bill (H. R. 8982) granting an increase of pension fo
Zachariah Champ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH : A bill (H. R. 8083) granting a
giension to Josephine Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 89084) granting a pension to
Willinm B. Stroope; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8985) to correct the military record of Rob-
ert M. Adams, deceased; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8986) authorizing the payment of salary
due to J. A. MeCreary, of Forestville, Cal.; to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. LANGLEY : A bill (H. R. 8987) granting a pension to
George W. Blanton; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R 8988) granting a pension to G. W. H. Kim-
bler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8989) to correct the military record of
John F. Rudd ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8990) granting a pension to John P. Haz-
lett ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8991) granting an increase of pension to
Mary H. Atkinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8092) granting an increase of
pension to John W. Whitaker; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. .

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8093) granting a pension to
F'rank Haight, dependent son of Frederick G. Haight; to the
Commitftee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY : A bill (H. R. 8994) granting an
increase of pension to Mary E. Black; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8995) granting an increase of pension to
Clara J. Emerson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. McKINLEY : A bill (H. R. 8996) to correct the mili-
E{Lé}'i record of Robert Zink; to the Committee on Military
Affairs. -

By Mr. MAGEE: A bill (H. R. 8097) granting an increase of
pension to Frank E. Welch ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 8098) granting an increase of
pension to George W. Noble; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 8999) granting a pension to Mary J. Shoe-
maker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. E

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 9000) granting an in-
crease of pension to David W. Bogard; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9001) granting an increase of pension to
Willinm H. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9002) granting an increase of pension to
Orrin P, Gay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9003) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin F. Fronefield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 9004) granting
an increase of pension to Julin W. Simpson; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 9005) granting an increase of
pension to W. G. Mahaffey; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9006) granting
an increase of pension to Martha R. Page; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9007) granting an increase of pension to
Charles W. Ebert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OVERMYER : A bill (H. R. 9008) granting a pension
to Helen Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension to Daniel Burkey
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to
John Cotner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9011) granting an increase of pension to
James W, Tuckerman ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9012) granting an increase of pension to
Robert Kerr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9013) granting an increase of pension to
Absolem Shell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9014) for the
relief of John ©. Kinney ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9015) granting a pension to John E.,
Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 9016) granting a pension to
Sarah E. Benjamin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 9017) granting a pension
to Sarah M, Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to
Leando N. Muck ; to the Committee on Invalid ensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 9019) granting a pension to Mary D. Hol-
brook ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9020) granting an increase of pension to
Jerome Shamp: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9021) granting an increase of pension to
Harriet Merritt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. It. 9022) granting a
pension to John M. Riddick; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 9023) granting an increase of pension to
Tillie Bucklin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. I&. 9024) granting a pension to
Anna €. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 9025) granting an in-
crease of pension to Richard Harris; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. . 9026) granting an increase of pension to
Norman . Jones; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. It. 9027) granting an increase of pension to
Jonathan Casteel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9028) granting a pension to John Shanks;
to the Committee on 'ensions.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 9029) restoring the
name of Sarah E. Wilson to the pension roll; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. 4

By Mr., SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 9030) for the relief
of Alexander W. Hoffman; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. IR, 9031) for the relief of the Mufual Transit
Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9032) for the relief of George Deitz; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9033) for the relief of Augustus C. Smith;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9034) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9035) for the relief of the Lackawanna
Steel Co.: to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. IR, 903G) for the relief of Sidney G. Sher-
wood ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 9037) granting an in-
crease of pension to Peter Carpenter; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By AMr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H, R. 9038) granfing a
pension to Leroy E. Cuckow ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9039) granting an increase of pension to
James H. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 9040) granting an increase of
pension to Charles W. Parks; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R, 9041) for the relief
of Charlie George and Albert Mills; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. THOMAS S, WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9042) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Caroline Brasher; to the Commit-
tee on Invalid Pensions. 4

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of association to
abolish war, urging that the military and naval organizations
be not increased ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also (by request), petitions of Stenographers’ and Book-
keepers' Association, urging legislation to prevent -citrus
canker; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of Cincinnati Chamber of Com-
merce, protesting against United States Government selling de-
fense supplies to the Cuban Government; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Evidence to accompany House bill 8832,
for relief of Felix R. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BENNET: Petition of 50,000 citizens of the United
States, praying for an embargo on arms and ammunition; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BEALES: Petition of Col. Edwin B. Watis Camp,
No. 68, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring passage of the
Key bill ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, protest of the International Union of the United Brewery
Workmen, against the passage of a Nation-wide prohibition law ;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BURKE : Petition of Brickner Woolen Mills Co., She-
boygan Falls, Wis., asking for legislation which will make this
couniry independent of any other nation for dyestuffs in times
of peace and high explosives in times of war; to the Conunittee
on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BRUCKNER : Memorial of Electrical Supply Jobbers'
Association, indorsing the Stevens bill; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of James Carey, of New York City, in favor of
House bill 4771, seeking classification of post-office lnborers; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, memorial of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Department of
New York, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring House bill
54, a bill to pension widows and minor children of officers and
enlisted men of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee
on Pensionis.

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers accompanying House
joint resolution 87, for the relief of Kdward B. Craig; to the
Committee on Claims.

- By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: Petition of sundry citi-
zens of Edgefield, 8. €., protesting against passage of the child-
labor bill; to the Committee on Labor,

By Mr. CARY: Memorial of Citizens' Northwest Suburban
Association, protesting against an increase in salaries of the
Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

Also, petition of Shepard Norwell Co., of Boston, Mass., favor-
ing passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. :

By Mr. CHARLES : Petition of Mohawk Silk Fabric Co.. of
New York, favoring enactment of House bill 702, relative to the
protection of the American dyestuff industry; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Atlas Knitting Co., of Amsterdam, N, Y., for
legislation protecting the dyestufl industry in the United States;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. COX: Petition of citizens of the United States, ask-
ing for the appointment of a special committee to investigate
the Sisal Trust of Yueatan; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COPLEY : Papers to accompany House bill 7757, for
the relief of Frederick J, Fadner; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. CURRY : Petition of firms of Tracy, Cal., favoring the
enactment of a bill to provide a tax upon persons, firms, and
corporations doing an interstate mail-order business; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. DALE : Petition of the American Neutrality and Peace
Convention at San Francisco, Cal., relative to violation of neu-
trality by the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

Also, petition of Shepard Noowell Co., of Boston, Mass., favor-
ing passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. EAGAN : Memorial of Philadelphia Bourse, favoring
repeal of the seamen’s bill; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries,

Also, petition of Wilson & Toomer Fertilizer Co., of Jackson-
ville, Fla., favoring fund for fighting citrus canker; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,

Also, memorial of knitting manufacturers of cenfral West,
favoring protection for manufacturers of dyestuffs; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. EDMONDS : Petition of Moroceo Manufacturers' Asso-
ciation, of Philadelphia, favoring legislation to encourage the
manufacture of dyes in the United States; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. FITZGERALD : Petition of Kent Manufacturing Co.,
of New York, favoring House bill 702; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Also, petition of the Traffic Club of New York, favoring and
urging the immediate repeal of the seamen’s act; fo the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of National Lodge, No. 556, International Asso-
ciation of Machinists, Government employees, protesting against
the small increase of 8 cents per day for machinists employed
at New York Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, memorial of National Lodge, No. 556, International Asso-
ciation of Machinists, Government employees, protesting against
small increase of 8 cents a day for machinists employed at
New York Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, memorial of Citizens’ Northwest Suburban Association,
of Tenleytown, D. C., protesting against an increase of salaries
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Com-

mittee on the District of Columbia,




1916.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

1055

Also, memorial of Philadelphia Bourse, requesting the uncon-
ditional repeal of the seaman’s bill; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, memorial of Citizens' Northwest Suburban Association,
of Tenleytown, D. C., protesting against the transfer of the
board of education; to the Committee on the District of Co-
Iumbia.

By Mr. FLYNN: Memorial of Philadelphia Bourse, favoring
repeal of the seamen's law; to the Committee on the Merchant
Marine and Fisheries,

Also, petition of the American Neutrality and Peace Conven-
tion, at San Francisco, Cal., relative to violation of neutrality
by United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. FOCHT : Petition of citizens of the District of Colum-
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Illinois Butter Manufacturers’
Improvement Association for 1-cent letter postage; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of citizens of Oglesby, Ill., against large ap-
gl}?prlatfon for preparedness; to the Committee on Military

airs,

By Mr. GARNER : Petition of business men of Marion, Tex.,
favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. GORDON : Petitions signed by Edward Montgomery
and 96 other citizens of Cuyahoga County, Ohip, protesting
against any additional taxes upon the beer and liguor indus-
tries; to the Commitfee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of J. B. Lewis, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring
change of policy in Post Office Department; to the Committee
on th2 Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Great Western 0il Co., protesting against
]i;lt‘t}' additional tax on gasoline; to the Committee on Ways and

eans.

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: Papers to accompany
House bill 8721, granting a pension to William E. Warren; to
the Committee on Pensions.

‘Also, papers to accompany House bhill 8722, granting a pension
to Louise (Jones) Nesmith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8724, granting an in-
crease of pension to Joseph MeNeight; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. €

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8725, granting an in-
crease of pension to Levi E. Morey:; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany Hounse bill 8726, granting an in-
crease of pension to Lewis A. Clemons; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8723, granting an in-
crease of pension to John A, Peferson; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, HEATON : Petition of Edward J. Maginnis, of Girard-
ville, Pa., protesting against the Keating child-labor bill; to
the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH :: Papers to accompany bill for
relief of Josephine Harris; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, memorial of German-American Alliance of Bridgeport,
Ohio, in favor of embargo on arms and ammunition; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. LAFEAN : Memorial of the Traflic Club, of New York,
favoring repeal of the seamen’s law; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. LEE: Papers to accompany House bill 8566, granting
an increase of pension to Nancy Humphreys; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LINDBERGH : Petition of citizens of Royalton, Minn.,
urging legislation requiring mail-order houses to pay taxes in
sections where they dispose of goods; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Fred-

erick G. Haight ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MATTHEWS : Evidence in support of House bill 8747,
granting a pension to Clarence E. Gleason; to the Committee
on Pensions,

Also, evidence to support House bill 8749, granting an increase
of pension to Daniel Houts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

Also, evidence in support of House bill 4378, to correct the
military record of George Andrews; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

Also, evidence in support of House bill 4373, to grant an in-
crease of pension to Oliver P, Smith; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8748, granting a pen-
sion to Albert L. Funk; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8750, granting an in-
crease of pension to Esther A. Karschner; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8751, granting an in-
crease of pension to John Love; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8752, granting an in-
crease of pension to Daniel MeManawa; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8753, granting an in-
crease of pension to Fred Porter; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. McDERMOTT : Petition of Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Sitka, praying for prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Amalgamated Association of Street and
Electrie Railway Employees of Chicago, favoring ereation of a
tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. MEEKER : Petition of 119 citizens of St. Louis, Mo.,
praying for the passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Cominerce,

Also, resolution adopted at a mass meeting held at St. Louis,
Mo., on December 6, protesting against the cruel treatment of
Jews in Russia ; to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs.

By Mr. MORIN (by request) : Petition of the National Asso-
ciation of Piano Merchants of Ameriea, favoring passage of the
Stevens standard-price bill ; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

Also (by request), petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburgh,
Pa., favoring embargo on shipment of war material ; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of W. G. Mahaffey ;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, MOTT : Petition of Shaugnessy Knitting Co., of Water-
town, N. Y., in favor of House bill 702; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of the American Association for
Labor Legislation, urging the passage of House bill 476, to pro-
vide an adequate system of workmen’s compensation for injured
employees of the United States Govermmment; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. OGLESBY ; Petition of Bronx Chapter, Daughters of
American Revolution, indorsing National Security League of
Mount Vernon, N. Y., favoring national defense; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY : Petition of International Wood
Carvers' Association, of Boston, Mass,, favoring passage of House
bill 4770, a bill to provide for labeling, ete.; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, petition of Commissioners of Inland Fisheries, favoring
appropriation for extending work of United States Bureau of
Fisheries; to the Committee on Appropriations.

Also, petition of Rear Admiral Charles M. Thomas Camp No.
3, Department of Rhode Island United Spanish War Veterans,
favoring pensions for widows; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, petition of Troop C, First Squadron Cavalry, Rhode
Island National Guards, Providence Armory, favoring bill to
convert National Guard into a Federal force; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Rhode Island Chapter of the American Insti-
tute of Architects, favoring passage of House bill 743, for build-
ing for Department of Justice; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr. OVERMYER : Petition of the Congregational Sunday
School and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, of Norwalk,
Ohio, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, memorial of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union,
of Norwalk, Ohio, asking that the exportation of rum, ete., to
Africa and sale of liquors to the Philippines and Hawaii be pro-
hibited ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Congregational Sunday School and Weman's
Christian Temperance Union, of Norwalk, Ohio, asking for Fed-
eral censorship of motion pictures; to the Committee on Educa-
tion.

Also, petitions of Congregational Sunday School and Woman's
Christinn Temperance Union of Norwalk, Ohio, asking for the
amendment of certain sections of the pure food and drugs act;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Great Western Oil Co., of Cleveland, Ohio,
protesting against tax on gasoline; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.
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By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: Petitions of Thayer Woolen
Co., Sayles-Jenk Manufacturing Co., and Folley Woolen Mills,
all of Massachusetts, favoring protection for American dye-
stuffs; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PORTER: Petitions of sundry business men of the
State of Illinois, favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of L. H. Drake, of Elmira, N. Y.,
favoring the Townsend volunteer officers’ bill; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany House bill
7411, to increase pension of John Arnold; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions, )i

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8199, for relief of Dora
Nickerson; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Kalamazoo Adver-
tising Co. and Merchants Publishing Co., of Kalamazoo, Mich.,
protesting against extension of lottery laws affecting merchan-
dise and premiums going through mails; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE : Petition of the El Paso County Retail
Grocers' and Butchers' Association, of Colorado Springs, Colo.,
favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

Also, memorial of Corporal William YWhite Camp, No. 4,
United Spanish War Veterans, favoring pensions for widows;
to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. TREADWAY : Petitions of 8. N. & C. Russell Manu-
facturing Co. ; A. H. Rice & Co., of Pittsfield ; and W. C. Plunkeit
& Sons, of Adams, Mass,, favoring protection for manufacturers
of dyestuffs; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. TOWNER : Petition of citizens of the towns of Mount
Ayr, Kellerton, Centerville, Humeston, Garden Grove, Corydon,
Seymour, Moulton, Sewal, Harvard, Allerton, Leon, Lamoni,
Davis City, Decatur, Van Wert, Lineville, Pleasanton, Numa,
Moravia, Cincinnati, Exline, Osceola, Chariton, Mystic, Jerome,
Tingley, Ellston, Arispe, Blockton, Maloy, Benton, Diagonal,
Grand River, Talmage, Murray, Lorimor, Afton, Shannon City,
Promise City, Derby, Le Roy, Weldon, Redding, Russell, and Lucas,
all of the eighth district of Iowa, favoring legislation to provide a
tax upon persons, firms, or corporations doing an interstate
mail-order business; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of employees of the Chadwick-Has-
kins Co., mills No. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, against the Keating-Owen
child-labor bill; to the Committee on Labor.

By Mr. WINSLOW : Petition of citizens of Meridian, Mass.,
favoring resolution for woman suffrage; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
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